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THE PARTIES. 

The American Board of Comiuissioners for Foreign Missions 
litis come in collision with the rising anti-slavery sentiment of the 
world. The great organ of the Congregational and Presbyterian 
I'hurches of America, the eldest-born of the sisterhood of benevolent 
j-ocietiesj has come in collision v^-iihthe greatest of modern reforms. 
The friends of the slave declare that the influence of the Board has 
been with the oppressor and against those who are laboring and 
praying for the deliverance of the down-trodden — that the crime of 
claiming property in man has been extenuated, excused, and even 
defei:»dcd, as cotisislent with a good Christian chatacter, andasfur- 
iiishing no bar to admission into the church— that slaveholders have 
been honored and endorsed by election as corporate members and 
missionaries, that 'robbery' ( of the slave) has been received as 'sac- 
rifice,' by the indiscriminate solicitation and reception of funds 
among slaveholders, and that churches have been established under 
tlieir supervision, into which slaveholders are unhesitatingly receiv- 
<*d. It win be observed that I have not spoken of a 'collision be- 
uveen the American Board and the Aiiti-SIavery Society,' which is 
ilie headhig of a series of articles on this subject in the New York 
Evangelist. I know of no reason why the parties should be so de- 
scribed, unless it be to excite prejudices agaiust the anti-slavery 
*:;iuse. it has often seemed to me that a portion of the prominent 
iuinisters and church members owed the anti-slavery cause a deep 
;;rudge, whicli they were determined eternally to cherish, because 
!hey were not its parents. The other benevolent societies werebe- 
;'-;oiten in their presence, or at least they were on hand at the bap- 
tism, and had an influence in the process of education. But this 
•mti-slavery cause has grown into its present position of importance 
Without their concurrence and despite their opposition. It never 
a.5ked their permission to be born, nor to live after it was born, and 
^vhoii they frowned upon it, it would not die. They moved earth 
•li-^ainst it, (that is, the ecclesiastical earth,) and for various rea- 
-oiir<, induced presbyteries, asf-ociations, synods, assemblies, 
and conventions, to denounce the infant cause and »o strangle 
it while in the cradle. But the set time for the deUverance of 
ihv slave had come. *For the oppression of the poor, for the sigh- 
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iug yfthe needy, now will I arise, said the Lord; 1 will set him ?r 
Hafety from him thiit putFeth at him.' God sunled, and it grew an{t 
i)ecame a giant. Btit these individuals can never Torii^et that, by 
their own guilty reluctance, they have been deprived ol'the honor 
of originating and carrying forward this cause, and they regard ita.7 
iSarah did the son ol'IIagsir, vvlien she said, 'Cast out this bondwo- 
jnan and herson, lor the son of this bondwoman shall not be heir 
with niy son, even with Isaac,' or, paraphrased and applied, it would 
read thus : 'Cast out fro^n your sympathies, your prayers, you]' 
nieelings, your alms, tlie bondmen in this land and the society which 
professes to care for theui : for the bondman's society shall not be 
admitted to the churches, along with 'our' Bible, Tract and Mission 
Societies.' There are maiiy who have not yet become convinced 
lhat good can come out of Nazareth, and supposing that the mass 
of the cliurch still sympaihize with them, would fain represent that 
the opposition to ilu? Board comes altogether from this hated and 
anathematized anti-slavery society. But tliis is wholly incor- 
rect, for 

h There is now no national anti-slavery society recognized by aJl 
abolitionists, as ai the head of the «mterprize. 2. No anti-slavery 
society, as such, has memorialized the Board on the subject of sla- 
very. ^. The memorialists are not ail members of an anti-slavery 
society. 4. Many ecclesiastical bodies have, since the meeting of 
the Board, protested against its doctrine and report. 5. Remon- 
strances of a similar nature have come from Canada and from 
over the Atinnt'c. Deny it as tisey n)ay, the Board has pla. 
ced itself acro^:* the channt.'l niune: which the nnittul arul rislni' 
and swelling ami slavery sentiment of the WORLD is rushing. 
Thedespised band of 'fatuities' lias increased to aJi army, and accor- 
ding to prophecy, 'the little one has become a thousand, and the 
small ojje a strong nui.on.' Tlieir words of truth liave been 
scatter 'd Idvc living coals on the conscience, and have 'gon»* 
down,' as (iJarrison snid, not into oblivion, but 'into the liearts of 
the people.' Thousands not nominally connected with them, stand 
ready to act deciiledly when the issue comes. Let this be plainly 
understood, and in its corroboration let me quote the concluding 
portH)n of an indigmmt remonstrance just received from tScotland, 
having been adopted by the (ihisgow iMnancipation Society'sCom- 
niittee, after r('C(M\ ingthe Report of the American Boarrl : 

'•So far as tlse influence of this Report may extend, it can but 
work evil, and only evil, to the cause of Liberty and Christianity 
Us tendency appears to us to be to establish principles subversiviv 
of the foundation of moral government, viz: 

J. That holding and using imman beings as property, and breed 
ingand trading in slaves, are consistent with a 'credible profession 
of Christianity,' and that ceasin" from these sins, is not included in 
the Gospel idea ol' 'Jlepentance and Faith in Jesus Christ.' 

2. That a wrong done to man is lc.*«s sinful, in proportion as it 
becomes 'imimalely interwoven wilii the relations and movement* 
of the social system.' 

3. That slaveholders, polyganiists, concubines, thieves and rob- 
bers, become less gniity and nH>rc wortliv of Christian confidenc'.-: 
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and respect, in proportion as their numbers increase, and as they 
are enabled to band together and to pass laws to legalize and justi- 
fy their evil deeds, and make them essential elements of the social 
state. 

These principles seem to us to constitute the basis of this Report. 
On behalf of the Committee of the Glasgow Emancipation Society, 
we therefore wish to record our earnest protest against it; and 
against the slaveholding religion which the Board and iis supporters 
are seeking to propagate among the heathen, as the religion of Him 
who came to 'break every yoke and let the op pressed go free/ and 
who forbids ijis followers to 'join hands with thieves, or to bo par- 
takers with adulterers.' 



ft may seem singular to some, that the Board should he singled 
out from the circle of societies, and made the object of special at- 
tack ; — and it tnay be asked, 'are they sinners above all other soci- 
eties, because they have suffered sijcfi tliirigs?' In reply, and to 
the other societies, 5 may say, tell you nay; but except ye re- 
pent, ye shall all likewise perish,' in the esteem of the friends of the 
wlave. 

For my own part,! am free to confess, that the connection of the 
Board v.'ilhslaveholdirjg has not been more reprehensible, and per- 
haps notasjriucli so. as that of the liii)le and Tract Societies, and I 
may al.so add, the Ifome Missionary Sooipty. Look at the facts in 
the case. The Bil;!e Sociciy professf?.-; to do it.s utmost to give the 
Bible to the world, hi ifii.s land are thioM' millions of slaves, desti- 
tute of the Bible, atid forbidden by law to have it. What has the 
Bible Society said or Hotie about this fact, which coin.->;s directlv 
witliin the.scojjo ofllitjir opci a.liotis ? As far as 1 can Uraru, abso- 
hdclynothing pnlilit; !ia> ycx to h'arn iVom any of their annu- 

al reports, or from ihr; spc(!('h('s ai. tl:eir aiinivcrsaries, thai .mich a 
fact is true. ^ A few yrars sm^'c. tlu? SiK-jciv annoniirMHi lliat it had 
supplied ail lln^ (Icsntn-fi Cainilirs in iIk; (IniuMj .^.?,-il('s who were 
wiliin</ to recf'iv(! if, u ifh .-i co^v ( .'"ti!.' ^rripim-ps. whih; \U->y knew 
that there wore tirj kuri'lr-l and fifli) tlionsaud f;i /nilic.-, or one-sixth 
o{ all ti;':; families id tlif laM.'l. 'Mjii (icarlv oiio half o/ d csf.it ula 
families in the (•oii[itr\ , wlu) h:!(i on! cvrii had \V\h\() ofj'rrf.d to 

iUiiinl In liioir r;M)())N .iiir! AM-nviM-.m y Addi esses, i{ on)afi 
('atljolic i'*i-i'-'s's tififl ill." j'Mpe ;u-(: uio^i' heaii ilv ciii-sefl i>ecause 
they vrilh!)oM ihe iJihic froiu liie coftMiwMi pfople, VVhv is t,her(* 
Mich stn(fu;d s lefice ahiiit; !::(• un it, of rroff-sia iiis at the Wouth. 
who will not peiniit i'mm}- -a \ o m havt? !iie liiidi; ? There are hu.f. 
two milliotjs (d" Kati.olies ill t-is eoip.ir^ kej-.t '.\'ithf)!ii \h(i Bible, 
and there (ire ilinw i!id!i(ir.- nf'-la.'.e"; i;i ;he same des?it!iie condi- 
ison. ^ Why speak so Uiddlv and iVivpietitly (d'ihe foroier. and shrink 
H.-midly into silence about tiie lai;er / l\f<;re miiiht !«e said concern- 
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this Society, were their conduct the particular subject of thei^?' 
articles." 

Look now at the Tract. Society. It has been pretty well chaatiis 
id oflato tor its immoraiil.y in altering the facts of liistory and th^ 
sentiments of authors, and it may seem cruel to inflict new stripe:* 
on a fresh account— but the truth must out. This Society professe.-. 
to act through the press in promoting holiness and overthrovvin;ii 
ain. in the prosecution of this laudable design, it has published 
tvacls against adultery, theft, sabbath-breaking, lotteries, gambling, 
intemperance, &c. Did there ever issue irom their 'ilou-e,' ho^'v- 
itver, a tract against the great ciime ofmanstcalingfOr slaveholding ^ 
i\'er:cr, VViiy not ? It surely is a sin, a common sin, a great sin. 
forbidden by every principle of the Bible, and moreover prevalent 
hi OUT land. Yet the Committee never would issue a tract 
.":<a that subject, no, not one of the mildest kind — they would 
iiox administer a Ijouuepathic dose ! One gentleman offered to> 
place m their hands fifty dollars to be proposed according to cus - 
tom, asa premium for the best tract on that subject, but they alto- 
gvtlier scouted tlie idea. 

The connection of the Home Missionary Society with slavchold- 
ing, arises fiom tiieir aidin,", churches in the slave dilates, into %Yhich 
slaveholders, rem;uning such, are received. Thus the money of 
"ibolitionists is used to build up pro-slavery churches, just such a-i 
have cursed the South, and sanctiiied the sy stem and practice, till 
has increased fourfold. 

Tiicse facts, new as they may be to some, have been familiar 
in:yiligenl abolitionists i'or years, and iuive caused great grief Thev 
loved the objects for which these socieiies vveielormed. and the;, 
loved the poor slave, yet here stood the benevolent associations «f 
day leagued together against the slave, striking hands with his 
'■'Ppressors, and practically endorsing the oppression What wer>- 
!'.heytodo ^ What they did — determine that this stale of thing-* 
.should be revers<;d, thallh.e counnunily should be n)ade to see that 
opposition to oppression was a part of the Gospel, and that everv 
^5i)ciety whu:h undertook to carry the Gosjxd, should understand 
iiat their influence and action should i)e against shivv^ry, vviieijev<-r 
Uioy njclitinthe prosecution of their vvorh. Abolitionissts (though 
'>ften cliarged with it) never asked benevolent socieiies to fbrsak*r 
':b.eir appropriate object, and to become ami slavery socieiies. Thev 
only asked liiat,asthey met slavery, in their rc^^pf-diix Jidih, in ihr, 
rpr^ukir prosecution of thi ir work, ihey would act agaun;t it, and in>t 
jvr it — would preach an anti-slavery, not a pro-slavery (jospel. 

'A number of years since, the sum of |5000 was guaranteed to tlic I^il)1e Socir- 
./, oi) condition t!>.it it bhouUl be used in sujiplying the slisves wiili (he Vv'ord ol' 
rod. The ^i'mation icus rejected I In 1841, a Bible Agent was arrested in JV'fVf 
hUiixns for ollering the iUble to a slave When broujiht before the Court h,» 
uloadtid ignoranee of the law, and wu.s on that ground released, the .Judge declar- 
ing that the .Agent had but just escaped tm- penitentiary, aiul warnnii: hisn neviT 
■ 0 repeat his art, an assurance to which eftect. was given by the Agent, or the N. 
Orleana .%ciety. Yet the Anjcrican Bible Society never reraon.struted, uevcr 'wi- 
.'<>rte-.j to fhiii ia.tcrforoaco with tbcir object. 
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WHY SINGLE OUT THE BOARI> '? 

This question will nati^rally and properly be asked at this stage o^' 
our inquiries. The answer may be given in a few words. Why, 
when many cases of a similar nature are pending, do the parties 
agree to liave only one tried in the (courts ? Because the final de - 
fusion oflhat will settle the others, as they all ytand or /"all together, 
fn hke manner the Benevolent Societies occupy a siniilnr position , 
mid if tlie community can be so enlightened tliat under the miluenc^ 
of public opinion, one of the number shall be bj ought on to right 
^^round, the others must follow. The American Board was selected 
because the facts in connection with it, providentially called the at- 
lention of abohtionistH to it, and as they began there, so they con- 
tinue to strike at this pillar of slaveholding, hoping that soon suc- 
cess will crown their efforts, and thus the way be prepared for »U 
du.; Societies to exert, as called for, a wholesome anti-slavery influ- 
-noe. 

OCCASION OF THE PRESENT COKTllOVERSY. 

For j'ome years past, abolitionists have been remonstrating wiib 
i!ie Board for their connection with slaveholding, l)y honorary aitd 
corporate n)embers, slaveholding missionaries, fnncLs derived from 
lujpnid toil, and the like : but during the last two years, these top- 
iciS i{ave attracted but little attention, conipared with the notice la- 
ken of a fact known for many yHurs to the *Pruderitiai (Jonjniittee' 
of the Board, but only recemly discovered by the religious publie 
It. will be the best stated in the language of those wijo in me- 
morialized the Board on the subject. 

" Your memorialists are informed that slavery is actually toiera- 
t<nl i)i the churches under the patronage of the Board among thn 
(-'hoctavvs and other Indian tribes, by the admission of slavehoidin^j . 
Luembers." 

The Committee, to whom tlie nuMimrial was referred, reporte^-i ' 
tii.'U year only in part, recpiesting a year for op{)ortiinity to ascer 
t'lin all the facu-, and to present lluiir final repost, but staling thai 
'ihey see no reason to charge the missionaries amoni,Ml;e Cho<" ■ 
t.tv^s, or any where else, with either a violation or neglect of duly." 

The next year, (Sept. 1845,) al Brooklyn, the (Jounuittee mao^ 
(heir final report, admitting the facts charged, but proe<'eded in :i 
labored argument to justify the practice of receiving slaveholdeu 
!(> the mission churches, whirh reportthe Board unafiimoiisly adop - 
ted. Upon this point, the friends of the slave take i>sue with thf^ 
r{oard, contending that no iAiW (i holdci\ propei ly so called, ought to 
admitted at the present day to the church of Christ. 

If there be any guilt in the connection ol" tlte mission churchciij 
witii slaveholding, the Board has made that ^uilt its own, by sol 
iMiiniy and unanimously endorsing it as right, and ])utlir)g forth .t 
^lociunent in justification thereof. They have acted intelligently 
and deliberately. The Committee took a year to ascertain th« 
filets, and the Board had a year in which, on the supposition tb> 
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facts alleged were correct, to study their Bible, to seek light in pray- 
er, and to revolve the subject in all \ls phases, before their minds. 
The twelve months passed, and the Bor rd reassembled to record 
their judgment, in the year of our Lord ^ne thousand eight hundred 
and forty-five, being thirty eight-years and six months after the Brii- 
i-sh Parliament declared the slave-trade to be piracy, thatslavehold- 
ing was not an overt sin, which ought to exclude its perpetrator 
from tlie churches under their care ! It would seem that the bare 
statement of the position taken was sufficient to reveal its atrocity, 
and to coumiend its defenders to the Roman Catholic Bishop, Bar- 
tholomew de las Casas, (who is said to have first proposed the es- 
tablishment of a regular system of commerce in the inhabitants of 
Africa,) as fiis faithful followers and copyists. It seems to have 
been the lot of slavery always to have enjoyed the protection of the 
Church. 

THE REPORT ON SLAVEHOLBING. 

it will be proper to make some reference to this document, as 
containing the liitest exposition of the views of liie Board.* 

it is cheerfuriy to be stated at the outset, that many commenda- 
l)le rebukes nf slavery, as a system, are contained in that document. 
i have not room ^oqimte them, but wy readers may rely upon my 
word, that titr. systrju is unequivocally denounced and branded as un- 
righteous and unchristian. I find no fault with the Board for a wiih- 
holdiug ofopimon or Ibr erroneous doctrine qxiaad hoc. But I may 
be permiledto mfjuire, what the pages so occupied have to do with 
the simple point submitted ? The memorialis ts had not requested 
the Board to denounce the i-yi^lem, had not complained thattiie mi.-^- 
sion churches delended Iha, i^iptem ; but they asked the Board to 
speak out VA)V('i}\-\mv2^tho, practice,, to rebuke tlie personal, individu- 
al siu of Hhwi>hol(lln<(. Why, tiien, n'oes tiiis lanmus report, laud- 
ed by tnanv as ilio vory essiMire of wisdom, (nuirely avoid a discu.s- 
sion of vvint coMstiHites s!ave-//o///(/i/r, as a personal act or j)ractic{'. 
and wliethcr it if volv'^s >fn in all casfs ? Tiu'se topics would havfi 
been in and to ifn; p<iiiit, l)!it tIi(Mr discussion would have se- 

riousiy cnibarrasscfl \\n] Coniuiitlce and the Board. Unan'mity 
was i!ie ic!ol lu'iiii vvb.iclu-vi-i y liiing was s;',criticed. Therefore, tht; 
>\i/.v/r/7?. was d(Mio;nif('(i and tiie piJiiMicc incu'cntaHy defended. When 
a J ('port on .-Invchi^Iding ca.n satisfy and unite men whose senti- 
Hicnis are so (ii.-'simiirir as those ol' i'rof Stowc and Dr, Wisner, 
lliere must be 'i i!on!>ie meaning or an obscure meaning to the doc- 
umont. 

'VUi) mai;i arguh'cnt of the ILoporl, after all,, consists of the intro- 



' 1 rii^.' tliat till" lliii;u:.f'{»;it(;r spciiks as ilion'rli the Vvui^^nthxl Committee had ta- 
ken a^trp ill advui.M'i! ni I'nr. iatr iicU.on ol" lin! I'oaKi in cnascquenco. of a circular 
letter li:;viii/; Ihtu s(m\i tc tho nit.-.sioniirics. The tVi'.iovviii','- (ixtract from ii letter 
rccciveii hy th;! writrr, \'rom one t>f tin; IV udciitial '■ oiu;aitt(^o, will set that rumor 
l ight. Ho wi ites iit!('..'i; (Uito of M.irch Orh :—''Thf' Circular to the Cherokccs?, 
A,e., I^ruv-ioii M-ic, is (>! o')al)ly an old atfair. Wo have done nothing new about 
that ca-..;.-' IVcnn tiii.s it apv)e;}rs that, if Secretary Green haswrilton s\;ch a let- 
ter to Uift mitisiuiiiiries as the Fmaueipiityr fcUUG", he has Juue so wholly oa hia 
ra di v idmii au t ■ lo c i ty , 
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duction, in which five principles are stated as binding npon all whc" 
conduct missions. The first refers to the New Testament, as the 
only infallible cnide in propagating^ the Gospel, and regulating the 
discipline of Churches. To this 1 fully assent, with ihe reuiark, 
that we are rather to seek for the principles on which the Apostles 
acted, than Ibr the specific things done, as the former are univer- 
sally applicable, while tlie latter are of no authority, beyond their 
peculiar circumstances and occasions For instance, vvliile Chris- 
tians seek among the facts of the New Testamc it for the principles 
of Chin'ch Government, ihey do not feel bound to adopt the spe- 
cific arrangements in all their minutiie, which then obtained ; and in 
accordance with this view, we find that no denoiniujition conforms, 
in all its regulations, to the primitive model. The Apostles actedin. 
view of the age in which ihey lived, and the country where the 
churches were located, and il'we imitate then?, not according to 'the 
letter which killeth,' but according to 'the spirit which giveth life,' 
we also shall act in view of the present age, and ol' present coun- 
tries. 

The second principle laid down in the Report, is thus expressed — 
The primary object aimed at in missions, should be to bring men 
to a saving knowledge of Christ, by making known to them the way 
of salvation through his cross. It has regard to individual charac- 
ter, and is an object siujple ir» itself, and pujely spiritual." To this, 
also, rightly interpreted, I cordially assent. Let me ask, however, 
whether a man is brought to 'a saving knowledge of Christ,' by 
being kept in ignorance of hia sins / Does not repentance make a 
part ot the reliiiion of Christ, and does not repeiitanee consist in a 
hearty renunciation ol'allsin ? Is it no sin to deny libevfy to a fel- 
low man— to claim property in a fellow-ujan— to practically maintain 
the horrible challel principle, with regard to hunian beings ? We 
are urged to remember that Christianity -has regard to the individu- 
al character,' that the object of Mi.-ssions is 'piu ely sj)iritual.' yes,and 
this practice of slave//oM//// is an 'individual,' personal affair, per^ 
taining to a nr.m's \s]}iriluar interests, as the slaveholder will reab 
ize at the last day ; and one ground of our con.plaiut is that the 
Boai'd in dealing with slaveholding, abanoons the very principle 
here laid down, by denouncing fAc system, while it defends the imli- 
tUlual practice. What we desire, is, that the mi.'^sionaries will go to 
each individual and call upon him tocease to do evil, inste;id of wast- 
ing words about the general .^yslein I'hus viewed, it will be found 
th;.it opposition to slaveholding, andfo all opjuession, conies strictly 
wiUiin the iinfits of that 'primary object,' so cautiously defined. 

The third position affirms that baptisu) and the Lord's supper, are 
designed ih\' all who give credible evidence of repentance and faith 
in Christ, and are of course to be administered toall such among lin' 
heathen. This is an important point, and should be calmly viewed. 
Whether! would assenttoit, depends entirely upon the interpreta- 
tion put upon it. The assertion made is a sweeping one, and in its 
present unqualified foim, can with difficulty, if at all, be maintained. 
One thing is certain, none ofthe Pastorsand Churches whopatron- 
i2e the Board, practice according to their own rule. They not only 
require a Christian experience and life previous to admission into 
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their chnrches, but also an orthodox creed. They will admit that 
a person might give evidence of piety, who, nevertheless, by some 
perversity ofiiiteilect or education, did not believe in the full divini- 
ty of the Saviour. Yet they would not hesitate to refuse admission 
to such a person, on the ground of a general principle that must be 
sustained. Now, why be strict as to the theory of religion, and lax 
as to its practice ? Why reject a man for an error in his creed, and 
admit him notwithstanding an error in his life ? But it will be said 
that the Report alludes to the churches among the heathen, where 
there is but one to which the convert can belong, and where, conse- 
quently, the rules must be less strict. To this I answer, less strict, 
if you please, as to creeds, but not as to morals. But the Board 
have cut themselves ofi' from any such retreat, by the universal terms 
of their proposition. The inference is indeed particular, the conchi- 
aion specities, by way of application, the heatlieu, but the premises 
are without qualification or limit. ''As the ordinances of baptism 
and the Lord's Supper are obviously designed by Clu'ist to be 
ihe means of grace lor all wlio give credible evidence of repentance 
and faith in him," &c. There is no explaining away this doctrine, 
wo explicitly stated, without giving up the whole Report asinconclu- 
wive and erroneous, for it is ti)e foundation of the whole. I boldly 
state, then, that the third 'fundamental' principle of the Report is 
practically repudiated by evcy church and pastor who sustains the 
Board, and that ihe Board are endeavoring to defend the con- 
duct of tlie missionaries among the Choclaws, by putting forth a 
principle which, as stated, they do not themselves receive. 

But Ip.t us i^xamine this: point farther, for aboliiionit.ta at « nutafraid 
to look the Report full in the face, though they are ollen told that 
it ought to satisfy them to know that it was unanimonsly adopted by 
a body of great and wise m{^n, composed of Doctors of Divinity. 
Ftofessors and Pi'esidenl^ of Colleges and Theolological Semina- 
ries, and Honorables and Excellencies.* But the old adage may be 
true here, 'Great men make great mistalies.' We need notfear, then, 
to consider well all tiie positions of tiiis extraordinary document. I 
might salely admit the truth of this third proposition, and even of 
the applicatioi? made to the (;ase of the Choctaw slaveholders, and 
yet entirely dis.^ent IVom the doctrine of the Board. ! might admit 
that in conse(];ience of the blameworthy concealment of the truth, 
in consequence of the suppression of the anti-slavei y part of the 
Gospel, slaveholders may have hitherto become Christians and thus 
entered the church of right as far as they were concerned. The 
tault was in the missionaries, and the question is, shall they hereaf- 
ter preach as heretofore, but a part of the truth, so that mencaii be- 
«;ome Cliristians, can be converted, still remaining slaveholders ? 
This is the very point of my complaint, that tlie missionaries keep 
the people so in the dark, that when they have actually done all that 



"If any should complain that my language here partakes too much of vulgar 
rant, I would remiud such that I am only stittirig the argument in behalf of the 
Beard as pressed on me by its advocates, who argue from the high standing of 
the corporate n»ember«5 lo the righteousuess of liieir conduct. If it borders on the 
ridiculous, it ifc their fault, not raiue. 
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ihey know or were ever told was duty, they still are slaveholders ?* 
Much exultation has been had because Rev. A. A. Phelps, at the 
meeting of the Board, refused to answer Dr. Hawes categorically, 
whether a slaveholder could be a Christian ? Bro. Phelps must an^ 
Bwer forhimselfas to his silence, but the question does not appear 
to me in the least puzzling. Can a slaveholder be a Christian 
Yes; provided he has never had the sin of his course properly 
laid before him — No, if he has enjoyed such instruction. This 
simple test makes the case plain with regard to the Cherokfie and 
Choctaw slaveholders, and completely destroys the battery opened 
upon our position by this third principle, even if it be admitted. — 
We reply to the Board thus : You affirm that the ordinances are 
to be administered to "all who give credible evidence of repentance 
and faith." This we are willing, for the argument's sake, to admit, 
but we contend that it harmonizes perfectly with our principles ; 
for we do not allow that those Choctaw slaveholders can "give cred- 
ible evidence of repentance and faith," if the missionaries have 
faithfully preached the whole truth on the subject of slaveholding. 
You must then choose, according to our view of the case, one or 
the other horn of this dilemma. Assert that the Choctaw slavehold- 
ers do giv<; credible evidence of conversion, and therefore ought to 
be admitted into the church, and you condemn your missionaries, 
for such conversions could only occm by their keeping back the 
truth on the suhjcct of human rights. On the other hand, allow that 
the slaveholders in question do not furnish evidence of piety, and 
your own principle excludes them from the church. The Board 
somehow wish to compass a moral impossibility ; that is, lo endorse 
the piety of the slaveholders, and at the same time to affirm that 
**lhey see no reason to charge the missionaries with either a viola- 
tion or neglect of duty." It must be evident to an unprejudiced 
mind, that the piety of a slaveholder, to be real, must have had its 
birth amid darkness — a darkness for which the missionaries are re- 
sponsible. Allowing, then, that the third principle of the Report 
defends the entrance of the slaveholders into the church, it does it at 
the expense of the reputation of the missionaries. If the missiona- 
ries would pursue the right plan, there would be no conversions in 
slaveholding, but always from slaveholding, so that this famous third 
principle would not eveji apparently be inconsistent with the 
demands of the friends offreedom. 

The fourth principle affirms that the missionaries are the proper 
judges of the piety of the professed convert*?, which I leave with 
the simple remark, that they are the judges, responsible, however 
to the churches for the principles on which they proceed. The 
principles, the churches may, and ought to determine; the specific 



< orrespondent of the Emancipator, writes from Georgia, under date of 
April 30th — "Whilo in Missouri I met with n young man who was recently con- 
nected as a teacher with the Missionaries among the Choctaws and Cherokees, ■ 
who are sustained by the 'American Koard.* Here, he said, the Indians were i 
taught that Slavery is sanctioned by tbo Bible. He remarked that he bad often ; 
heard the Missiouaries reasoning from the BjbJe in favor of Slavery, after ■ 
the fashion of Dr. Ilice of Cincinnati, and other divinei. Slaves were employed 
m nearly all the families of the Miseionariea.*' 
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jippiication of them raust, in the nature of the case, be entrusted 
iio the rnii^sionaries. 

The fifth and last principle is, that after admission to the church, 
- Cbristians are to be instructed so that their graces n)ay be developed. 
This is, beyond doubt true; but not in such a sense as to mean thai 
immoralities of life, such as slaveholding, are to be left unrebuked 
till the practiser is in the church. The Bible no where affirms 
such a (iocirine. But this involves a question which will be hereaf- 
ter discussed. 

To sum up, then, the 'wisdom' of the Board as to these five *fun- 
damental' positions, Just as far as they have any rational meaning, 
and are at applicable, they are the merest truisms, and the Report 
mightas well have adduced the multiplication table in support of its 
views. They avail nothing in making out a case in opposition to 
the vievvs of abolitionists. 

Tlie remainder of the Report is occupied with a statement of facts 
in regard to the missions in cpiestion, with an argument as to the 
mode in which social sins are to be treated, and with an attempt so 
to discriminate between the system and the individual practice of 
slaveholding, as to make the latter compatible with church member- 
diip. 

It appears that there are thirty-five slaveholders in the mission 
churciies among the Choctaws and Oherokees, which embrace in 
nil, eight hundred and forty-three members, of whom one hur.dred 
and fifty- two are slaves. 

The Report also condemns the laws which prohibit slaves frorsa 
being taught to read, embarrass emancipation, &c. 

Although the document is said to maintain the ground that slave- 
holditig, of ilself, is not sinful, yet once an expression is used which 
implies a contrary doctrine — a doctrine of which Dr. Bacon classic- 
ally remarked — 'The churches won't stand such nonsense.' The 
phrase occurs — 'Holding slaves, or any thing else involving what is 
.morally wroiig.' But it may have been an oversight, since Dr. 
Bacon, in his article in the N. Y. Evangelist, characterizes the doc- 
trine that slaveholding is essentially and always sinl'ul, as a 'mis- 
erable, paltering, juggling sophism, that can have no better effeci 
than to mislead and madden enthusiastic nunds, and to irrilate the 
passions of the slaveholder, while it sears his conscience.' We may, 
however, have occasion to look at the Doctor's analysis of slave- 
holding, before we are; done, that we may ascertain what right he 
had to pronounce 9\ich a judgment. 

The various points of the Report still undiscussed, will be noti 
ced hereafter, in contiectioa with certain fundamental positions yei 
to be established. 

EXPLANATORY STATEMENTS. 

Since commencing this discussion, I find from conversation with 
certain ministerial brethren, that a portion of my remarks have been 
misunderstood. Jt has been charged upon me, that I have slan- 
dered the ministers and Churches of the whole land, who have 
wot fallen in with the views of aholitionisls, affirming that they 
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■entertain an eternsl grudge against the anti-slavery cause, hocansc 
they did not originato and could not control it. JNow, it vvill be 
seen by referring to my articles, that allusion was made lo *a portion 
of the prominent ministers and church members,' not of Coimecti- 
cut, particularly, nor of the patrons of the Board, particularly, but 
as my subsequent remarks show, of the land in general, inchiding 
the principal denominations. Why should remarks of *a portion' 
he applied to all ? Let it be noticed, moreover, that I do not af- 
Jirm that those referred to, entertained the grudge for the reason sug- 
gested, but I threw it out as an impression, which their conduct and 
the remarks of their followers had made on my mind. My words 
^ue, *[t has often saemcd tome,'' &c. I would not directly charge the 
fact in question, because I am not able to search their hearts, and 
because f would charitably /<o;?e 'better things, though I th«KS speak,' 
yet I must honestly confess, that many things which prominent men 
have said and done, have painfully impressed n)c, (and I may add, 
many others also,) with the view stated. I may view their conduct 
with prejudice, and be blameworthy for euteriaining the thought, 
still I nuist say as before, so 'it has often seemed to me.' I acknowl- 
edge that this particular subject is aside from the special object of 
my articles, but as those who advocate the opposite position, take 
ticcasion freely to give their impressions of abolitionists and their 
motives, so, as an incidental matter, I used the same freedom 
with regard to 'a portion' of anti-abolitioiiists. 

Another point needs to be set in a right light. I have said that 
the Board sacrificed everything lo unanimity, it has been suppo- 
!?ed that L intended to represent the Board as a pared of trickish, 
dishonest, unprincipled men, in whom no confidence sliould be pla- 
ced. Such a thought was far from my breast. On the contrary, f 
doubt not, that as a body, they have acted with vio conscious pur- 
])ose to trample on principle, and that they are entitled to our con- 
lidenceand love as Christian men, who wish to servo Jesus Christ, 
and promote his kingdom. Stiil, in perfect consistency with that, 
i may hold that their deep interest in the point at issue, tlieir pre- 
vious controversies with abolitionists, and previous commitment on 
the principles in question, together with a nann'al anxiety to have 
this troublesome subject comfortably disposed ot by a uniied vote, 
might warp their minds and lead them to sacrifice scruples, and 
doubts, and strong wishes, on the altar of unanimity, lie has lived 
in vain who does imt know that good men, when greatly an.sious to 
})romote their peculiar views, may be almost uiiconsciously swayed 
by motives which are based on wordly expediency, i need only to 
refer to the controversies in the Proabyterian Cimrch, and in Con- 
jiecticut itself, for illustration. 

» ' 

THE GENERAL PRINCIPLE IN^'OLVEI>. 

The controversy between the Board and the friends of the slave 
in this and other lands, involves more than a trifling point oj'churcii 
discipline, or a practical arrangement of small moment in the con- 
ducting of missionary operations. A great principle is involved 
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which lies at the foundation of the miasionary enterprise, and em- 
braces within its circle ail the missions thronglithe world. We rnusi 
be careful in defining a course of treatment for one sin, tlirt we do 
not give directions which will prove baneful in the case {>'.' other 
sins. Sin, after all, thougli differing in niodificallon and lorn), is es- 
Bentially the same, and is to be regarded and treated as a unit. If 
we make exceptions and lay down principles in order to shield one 
class of wrong-doers, we may be called upon to apply our rules in 
another direction, which is not so pleasant. We must remoniber 
that the d(!gree of light enjoyed, decides the moral character o{" an 
act, and that some men in the world may coujmit aduiiery with as 
few rebukes of conscience as slaveholders retain their slaves, pro- 
v'ultd the missionaries sent to thetu say as iitde ai)oi!t the sin of adul- 
tery as they do aboiU the sin of alaveholding. Tiie action of tiie 
Board has to do with somelliing n»ore than llie one sin of slavciioid- 
ing. Of this tljey are aware, I'or the liefjort uses this laiigtnjge, — 
'l.iUt slavery is not the only soeial wrong to be met with in lis!! pro- 
gress of the nfissionary work, and to wifich the principles adopted 
in prosecuting that work nuisl probably be ;ipp!ied.' It will then be 
seen, diat the question befoie us is fundamental, that vvhalever may 
be its ])ro|)er di^cision, it ou^iht to arrest the attention of the Boarti. 
and of its sup})0iters ; it ought to be i'lirly, thoroughlv and candidiy 
discussed, as one on which the prosperity and elii' iency oi' the 
Hoard in a great ujcasure depofids. What is the general jjrinr.ipie 
involved I it is this : Arc irrimfr-ilners to he. rc.ccUcd rut.u lJu.. C/iurch, 
rmiaining audi, trilh iJic, hope, Uuit. rdthnalclij they liifiif he pcrsucakd to 
reform.; andt,mUiul rad. (ira the itiisdonarks to be. Hilent vilh rcuiird to 
those forina of wron'r-doinsr, .so thaljirroutrh. itruorancc of the trnlh, on 
tkc.Hd points, men man o; ice. evidence of conrAiniion , brforn ri.noimr.iuir t;^ 
de&h iaquvMion / In other Vvords, is tlie Church to be a v;ist lazar- 
house, inlf) which the p!ague«slricken are to be admitted, in order lo 
a gradual eure ? It will be noticed ibat i ask, 'are vron^r.doi-.rsU) be 
received, t%c. This langiuige is u.<ed advisudiy. although Dr. 
eon, in the N. Y. {-A'angfilist, ;i.tte'm[)ts to fritter away the siavehoid- 
ifig which the Board d<.'jends, to the Uicre continuance oi'a legal re- 
lation which it is out of the power of the master to atniihilate. 
Dr. Bacon's article aiid the ive[)ori, are diiferent documents, though 
agreeing in some poiiits. I'he lleport oi'ihe lioaid, lor which the 
Board is responsible, admits (hat the siavehoiding in (jtu,'stion is one 
which includes moral wrong, whereas, the bare coniinnajiee oj"a le- 
gal relation, which the master catujot possibly reach, involves no 
wrong at ail, on his part. That the Report n)akes this admission, I 
wiiishow by extracts hereafter, when I come to discuss the legal re- 
ialion and kindred topics. Assuming, then, that the Board allows 
that there is wrong-doing in the case of the Cherokee and Choctaw 
sliAveholdt rs, when we come to generalize the principle, it stands as 
I have stated. 

THE BOAKD ARE CONSISTENT. 

Those who have the direction of the missions are not weak 
«i«n, who know not how to be consistent, or dare not be so. The 
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general principle stated above, is clearly before their minds, and they 
have been carrying out their views in all garts of the world, and in 
reference to vvrong-doiFj.ir of many difVerenl kinds,— at least, so I un- 
derstand the fiicts, and if! am misiin'onned, let the initiated cor- 
rect me. 

Let uie cite one instance as an exampM:, whore tlie'facts are be- 
lieved to bo uiideniabie. ?»iy readers are aware, that in India, the 
population is divided itito ca.^l(;s, between which are impa.ssnble so- 
cial and reliLiious iiarriers. 8avs a vvriier on this subject, 'livery in- 
dividual remains invariably in die caste in wiiich he was born, prac- 
tices its duties, and is debarred IVom ever aspirin^j; to a higher, what- 
ever niav be his tricrit or genius.' Thus all motives to exertion are 
unnihiiaiecl. K^ucii isiiio contempt of the |]i<rher castes for the low- 
er, that they offcii iiiilict blows upon them on mecling. The dif- 
ferent castes wi!! not eat wit'i each olher. This feaim'e of the Hin- 
doo systcu), winch lills the whole con)nmnily witii bitter prejudice 
and haired, and is a barrier to all im[)rovem(;nl. and the greatest ob- 
stacle to relii; ion, has been alhnved by t!ie missionaries of the Board 
in llieir convfM ts, and what is most iiorribhi, has eveji been carried 
out at tin:. CDniViUiuion tahle, where, of all pK'-ces this side of" heaven, 
Innnan !)i'oll!i,'rhood and equality sliould be reco^'nized. It is prop- 
er to say, however, liiat the missionaries of the ijoard Isave not sin- 
ned alone in liiis luattcr. Bisiiop Corrie deelaies wilh regard to 
I'.piscopa! missions, 'The dillerent casles sit on dillerent ma!s, on 
dhi'rn-ent sides oi'tlie Churci; : iliey approach the Lord's tab'i! .atdif- 
terent times,' and iiad once diin;rent cups, or changed tliem before 
ihe low(:r classes began !o commuiiicfite.' Now, who does not feel 
that ail this is utlerly anti-Christian, and if Chris! v.-eri; on earth, 
would be rcjjudialtMi with horror as contrnry lo his plainest com- 
nninds I And wiio does not also see that this abhorrent piactieehas 
been [illo-.ved in ;he consistent carr} ing out of ih*' principle which 
underlies the wiioie Report oftlie J.iOard ? The missionai ies, in- 
stead ofs.iyi!!;^ to the pr(d"essed converts 'Vou must abandon caste, 
you must re'ceive all men, and ('specially all < "hrisiian<. as s onr 
brethren — tiie, precej)!s oi" the ^Saviour an; expiicit on this point, 
ifndyou uujst regard tins matter as a test of piety, wliich, if you can- 
v.Dl stan.d, we must not receive you into the church.' allovved them 
to ent(n' ihe churcii and brini: with them ail their prejudice and con- 
leuApt, and (ni;iy } not aild., as necessardy imi)lied,) liatM.'d '.' 

But the f'iovideuce of God has taught the Jiiissionaries a lesson 
on thissubjeci u hich h;is appareiitiy convinced Uiem of the unsound- 
ness of the ^eiuM al principle on wliich they hav(; acted — a lesson 
which they oiight to have learned long since frem the Bible, and 
Vidiich the Christian world woidd liuderstaiid in ail its ap{)lications, 
were it not for the wretched ideas of expediencv which })revail. Re- 
cent connnindcations .from theltjdia Missions inform us that the mis- 
sionaries have at last seen their error and are now d(iterminately set- 
ling their laces against caste, and disciplining the chru'ch men)bers 
who refuse lo abandon it. 1 venture lo predict that the Board will 
in like niamier sfion see the unsoundness of the sarnc principle as 
applied lo slaveholding, and totally abandon it. I want my readers 
to keep tile general priiicipie, us stated in the early part of thivS arti 
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cle, before their minds, and remember that it JidHiits of an applica- 
tion to nearly ailfonns of oppros.^ion, superstition/idolatry and crime. 
I advocate tlie opposite principle, that the churcli should, to a man, 
oppose all forms of wrong-doing, and that he who, after instruc- 
tion, lias not piety enough to renounce them, whatever muy be his 
other evidences of conversion, ought not to bo admitted. Instead 
of adding remarks of my own, I. will subjtiin the following admira- 
ble statement of Rev. Albert Barnes, who, though illiistraiing his 
views by tlie temperance reformation, yet at the end declares that 
they iippiy to the c<iuse of the slave : — 

I liiy downtliis position as fully tenable, that, as it is organized 
by its Great Head, the Church has power ibr reforming mankind 
which no olher institution has or can have ; and that in all works of 
moral r(;form itshould stand foremost. It should be united. There 
Jshould be no v;icil!ating plans, and no vacillating members. Such 
should be the charact(jr of the Church, that any leasibl ' plan for 
staying the progress of vice, should call to its aid with certainty, au 
efficient coadjutor there. Instead of going on to illustrate this senti- 
ment iu a general manner, I shall select one single department of 
the work of reformation, and show what ouiiht to have beet? 
and what, been the influence of the Church there. 1 allude to 
the temper;iMce reforn>atiojs." He then lays down three positions: 

"1. Thai, the ('hurc.i of Christ should have been foremost in this 
work; aiK? its eilbrls should liave been entire and unbroken. 

12. A sr.ite of things has grown up in the Church wliich rentlered 
its iiniled and efticient action in the cause, morally impossiinc. 

;>. The consc(p!ences were such as any one could have easily- 
foreseen. The Church moved slowly. The members Wi?re reluc- 
tant to sacrifice their capital, and abandon their business. The min- 
istry hesitated long before they dared to use language such as would 
be understood. It became iwccsiiary to form a society out of the 
Church — though composed, to a great extent, of those who were the 
professed fr.ends of religioii — to do what should have been donii 
VI it." 

After stating his Ix.'lief that the backwardness of the Clmrch is stiji 
the greatobstacle in the way of the temperance reformation, he adds, 
— "The same remarks might be made of any and every other need- 
ed reformation. In every thing ali'ecting purity of morals; chastity 
oflile ; the observance of the Sabbath ; the cause oi' human liber- 
ty ; the freedom of those held in bondage; the Church holds an al- 
most if not quite controlling power. Kvils are always ramified and 
interlocked with each other, and often interlocked -.vith good. Sin. 
winds its way along by many a serpentine and subterranean passage 
into the Church, and entwines its roots around the altar, and assumes 
new vigor of growth and a kind of sacredness by its connectioii 
there. There is scarcely a form of evil which can be attacked,, which 
does not in some way extend itself into the Church. There is scarce- 
ly a steamboat or n railroad car that runs on the Sabbath, that hasi 
not some connection with some member of the Church ; nor is there 
an attempt at reformation which can be made, which does not ini- 
pinge on some custom in the communion of the faithful. I make 
uot these remarks in the spirit of complaining. I prcteud not eves, 
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jierc to say wiiat is right, or what is wrong. I am illustrating mere- 
ly the j9o;/)cr which iiie Church lulds on moral subjects, and the 
maiuier in which that power is exerted 'The hiw cihould go out of 
ZioM, and th(5 word of the Lord iVoiu Jerii.salen),' and my remark 
310W is, that tlie Churcii holds the power over all these (brms ofre- 
ibrmation, arid is responsible to her great Lord ibr the manner in 
which that power is used." 

Vv-JLL TIIK CirUllCilEvS SAKCTION IT ? 

The lon<:5er 1 reflect on this controversy, the more am I convinced 
that the piihiiC mind ought to be held to the .general principle stated 
al)0V6, as coijstituting the broad .'jround ordeijate. Let me repeat it. 
ilere is the qiiestioa to which tiiechurcii memherHorthe land are to 
answer yea or nay : 

Are icro}i«!-docrs to bc rcceival into the ChurrJi, rcmainiufj^ such, udth 
the hope that idilmatniy (hey vuty he pemuadcd. to rcj'orm ; and to thai 
end, are the. viiisionarics to bt client irilh regard to these forms of 
'{Vroiii[-doufg, so thai, through ig!h/ra/u:n of the truth, on these points, 
vum may g let) ecidcncc of conccrsion, htforc reiiouncuig the deeds in 
fjucstion 1 

With re,f^ard to this principle, I ask witli oniphasis, IViil the church- 
(s sanrJioii it ! \ (Niiinoi believe liiat they will, willi a L>ible in their 
liands which contains sucii seiiiinieiils as these, "If thy vight eye of- 
ferjd thee, piiicii it out and cast, it. iVoni thee ; ibr it is proiilahlo 
ibr tiice th;it oue of thv meiiibers .should j)erish and not that thy 
whole body should be cast, into ludl. And if"tiiy ri'^hthand oifend 
l];ee,c!tt itoii', ;indc;is:. ii I'rom thi^e ; Ibr it is prolit'.ible for thee (hat 
one of thy m(;in'i)ers should pcu'ish. ;iu(i not that thy whole body 
should be oast, into li(il." "ilu thai loveth i'aiiier aud nusther more 
fhan me, is noL w{>rtiiy ofuir-; .iiid he thui ioveii) son or dauirhter 
more than me, is ni)t worthy of me. Ami ho that taketh not his 
cross, and foiloweth alter me, is riot wortiiy of me." Is ii iH)t evi- 
dent tiiHt .Jesus Christ reius^'s to it'co-jiiizi; (he piety or churcii 
membershjp oi those who piactice any known .-in ? 

Biitsome will stoutly d(;uy that the R(^;iort d... -feuds the principle 
Ji'ated. [ shall proceed, iheieiore, to 'proC'e tiial liie jieport doe.^ 
definitely ar<>iie iu fivor of rf.'ceiviii.L'- into liie church many classe.-^ 
i){ aeknoideAgi'di icroi'g-docrs — lioi piTMOsss sn.'^iaiuiug mi abstract re- 
lation, bui actual irroiur-dders, il w ili be tbiin'i lliat the pa.s.«a- 
ges cited all h-'ive rr!br<uice to tins iVMi'Tal priuciple, afid { hold in 
reserve other extraci.-^ wiiifh hear on i-hvM'i-l'.ijIdhig s[)ec'ilicallv, and in 
which ituiiioraiitv is admitted to characttTiZf,' the act. 

"liut siavfU'y i-^not tiie (uiiy .social wroii-f [o i)e met in the profrre.';,^ 
ofthe missiooary work', and to wliieh the priuci]t|(>s udiichare adop- 
t;Ml in [Uo-,e('Ui.iu2 that woik uiu>i jirouahiy he apj,>iied. There are 
iIjo castes of Inrha, dee[)!y and iuvelerate'y iuwion^iit in the very 
texture (^I'sociciy, causm:; to the mass of the pfople hereditary and 
deep degradation, leading to the most iidiiiiixiii and eontei.nptMavs fcd- 
ings and eoiaiiiet ili >--oeidl life, i\]id pteseuting most ibruudablo bar- 
riers to every sjiecies of improvenieul. Ti;cre are also the unre- 
strained exactions made in the form of revenue, or of military or oth- 
<if service, comu cted with a .specieti of leudaiism, prevaiing in ma- 
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ny unenlightened comnYunities, which arc nmt unrighteous in their 
character and paralyzing in their influence, and cause unlimited dis- 
tress to individuals and fanjilies. There are also those various fornix 
and degrees of oppression, whether of law or of usage, prevailing un- 
der the arbitrary governments which bear sway over the larger part 
of the earth's surface. So that the principles which we draw from 
the word of God for our guidance as a missionary society, are not 
for use among a few pagan tribes merely, but among nearly all the 
benighted nations of the earth." 

What is the doctrine here taught? That the principle of admit- 
ting partakers in social wrong to the churches in order to their grad- 
ual and ultimate reformation is to be applied generally, as the mis- 
sionary work conies in contact with the 'organic sins' of the world. 
Some of those, and their characteristics are given, as 'leading to the 
most inhuman and conleinptuous feelings and conduct,' 'unrestrain- 
ed exactions,' 'most unrighteous in their character/ 'various forms 
and degrees of oppression. We are explicitly informed that the 
principles of the Report on the subject of slaveholding 'must proba- 
bly be applied' to all lliese and kindred forms oi sin. But to make 
'assurance d(i>ibly sure,* the repoit proceeds in the next paragraph 
yet more specificullv to declare that those guilty of such wrong-doing 
are to bo welcomed to the church. 

"Is tills Board, then, in propagating the gospel, to he held respon- 
sible for directly working ont those re-organizations of the social sys- 
tem, wiiliout giving Christian truth time to produce its changes in 
the hearts of individuals and in public sentiment, and without being 
allowed to make any practical use of those most elective influences 
which are involved — in respect to all who have grace in their hearts 
— iii t!>.e epeci,!! ordinances of tlie gospel '( Or, should it be found, 
as the result of experience, that souls among the heathen are, in fact, 
regenerated, by the Holy S\nv\\ J)cf ore they arc jrcvd from all participa- 
tion inUiesn tioclal and moral evils, and iiiat convincing evidence can 
be given that they arc so regenerated, — then may not the master 
and tlie slave, the ruler and the subject, giving sn<^h evidence of spir- 
itual renovation, be all gathered into the same ibid of Christ ? And 
may lliey not all there and in this manner, under proper teaching, 
learn the groat lesson (so ditlicidt for partially s.-uiclified men to 
learn) that in Christ Jesus there is neither Jew nor Greek, neither 
bond nor free ; but that all are one in him '/ And may they not, un- 
der these intiuences, have etlectnally nurtured in them those feel- 
ins^s of brotlu^rly love, and that reg;nd for each other's rights and 
welfare, in which alone is found I'lo remedy for all such evils? — 
Under such infiicncca may not the master be prepared to break the bonds 
of the alave, and the, oppressive rukr led to dispense justice to the subject, 
and Ike prowl Brahmin fra/ermdhj to eynhr ace tlie man of low caste; and 
each to do it dwcrfiilbj^hecauseitishumamand right, and because they 
aroall children of tJie great household of God ? By such influences,, 
mainly, is not the great moral transformation! o be wrought in the mas- 
ter and the ruler, in the bondman and the oppressed, all-important 
to both, and the only sure guaranty for permanent improvement in 
the social character nv.d condition of either?" 
Let the churches study this paragraph, and particularly the italici- 
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zed sentence, and learn from it thai the Board advocate the receiv- 
ing into the mission churches,, the master who will not 'break the 
bonds of the slave,' the Brahmin who ia too 'prond' to 'fraternally 
embrace the man of low caste,' and 'the oppressive ruler' who wiH 
not 'dispense justice to the subject/ it? the hope that under 'such in- 
fluences' as will be gradually brought to bear on them, they will 
'be prepared' to do what is 'humane and right.' Was it an assem- 
bly of Christian ministers and laymen that unanimously adopted 
such a doctrine ? I could hardly believe it, did I not know the men, 
and did I not also remember how even good men may be uncon- 
sciously blinded to plain Bible truth, and reconciled to error/ But 
the deed havi?)g been done, the representatives having acted, the 
friends of the slave appeal to the com^iltiiGiits — to the churches of 
Christ who sustain the Board. Let us apply this general principle 
to the temperance ccuse. Would the churches allow their mission- 
aries (home or foreign,) to receive distillers and rumsellers into the 
church with the hope that they may 'be prepared' ultimately to re- 
nounce the trailic 1 Why then endorse the sentiment in its other 
application ? 

Theory versus Experience ! or The Board versus its 

Missionaries. 



Not the least noticeable fact in coimectiou with the Ileport, is its 
utter disregard of experience in a hot zeal to mainlain its cherished 
theory, i am reminded thereby of a rcmiuk made concerning a 
Boston daily paper wliicii is note<l lor clin<:ing to old theories in ihe 
face ofmuhiplied (act;;, Some one said of ir, '!t is very conserva- 
tive.' 'Yes,' was the reply, 'conservative of all aniiqinued follies.' 
So anxious has the Board been to defend its position iliat it has shut 
its eyes lo tije light which past missionary expenencc sheds on the 
general question at issue. The snbjecLoi'caste in India isaremark- 
able illustration and proof of lids chargn. As long since as eighteen 
hundred and thirty-four, Bishop Corrie, who had charge of theEpis- 
copal (English) missions in India, beeamo from actual observation 
convince<l thattheallowance of caste was workina: ruin in the church- 
es ; and in a charge, thus speaks : "The m.iii] iiarrier (o all perma- 
nent improvement is, as 1 trust, in the way of removal— the heathen 
usages of crista in the Christian churches. Vv'hile the uj/ister minds of 
Swartzand Gericke remained to keep down the attendant lieathen 

* As some cannot bolicvc that mctnl)f!rs of iho Board would in ony circumstan- 
ces, through any power of prejudico, or any (icHr(! of niiaiiimirv, act on princi- 
ples ofvvorhily expcdient y, the ndlowiiig iicin of i'ii..of, tlioiii;!i couclipd in Ktron- 
ger language tlian I tiiould Ubc, nmy open the cyc^s of such to -.uj'i s. AJvan .Stew- 
art, Ksq., in a Mi.ssionaryConvontiou at i::^yracuM;, made a speech, from the report 
of which in th.; Syracuse Liberty Intelii'.e.'icor ol Fi h. '^Gih, I extra I the follow- 
ing: "He went on in liis peculiar and inimitable manner, to relate, the circumstan- 
ces under which ho once heard the eaueusfcing of a coininiitec of this Hoard at the 
time of one of its annual meetings, lie was aitendin-r a paljlie meeiing at Phila- 
delphia, ai.d was directed to the wrong apartment^ He lieard caucussing on 
principie> which he thoughtjought to <lisgraee any p(duical part v; how they wofild 
do this;; and by what means they would bring about that ; that "they had this and 
tm great man on their side, and all that." 
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pr.'icliccs, ca.sto was comptU'alively harmless. It seemed more ofacivil 
jji.slitiiUoii. But ( rejoice to liiul ti);it thejudgineni of alt ?ny breth- 
ren — oftltc. tchole bo.hjof Chrisiuui Protestant misshimrks idtliQut ex- 
aqdlon, CDuciirs now with my own, that the crisis h;u.l arrived, and 
ih^l no' Inn If hiii thn total of iill heathen iisiiges, connected 

v^'ith tins ai:U-f;iiri.slian and anti-social system could save these 'mis- 
sions. An isthiu'is cast iij)be::wecn Cin-ist and Belial, a bridge left 
.'ttanding ibr retreat to i*aganistn, a citadel kept erect wiihiu the 
(.'iiristian enclo-inre for th.e gri^at adv(;rsary'fj occupation, is what 
llie gosj)ei cantior. tolerat<j. The Jesuits' proceedings in China uro 
warniii/js oionuh lo you." 

Nor is tills all ihii testimony lliat has been given in. The Board's 
own missionari(!s have spohen out on this subject. Rev. lioiliti 
Ueed, ill his m'MUoir of a 'Converted Brahmin,' alhides to the 
chnrclies lt)iind(.;d by rt\v;irl7, and oiiiers in Sou!.!.i'3rn India, into 
which also, caste was admitted, .'litJ tiius tesidic!.-; as lo tlie results : 

*'Thcy havH ndt. itislearei, in tlial piirt oflhe. corintry , embraced 
Cbristiau'ily, bat ( ''irHliauity !ias l«een made to embrat'e thetn; and 
iu-ioad (li'i'iip iriirt',!: !',im- p:!ri(y and sinM)rr;';ty, as slic is wont lodo, 
rdu; iias i»:M^,o i>lmd"d v^'iiii tb.i', iiiihy ra-^s oi" iiupurt; riles, and ciis- 
ioms, and ccl^L:-, prejudice and su ;)i;rsUlion : and she is now exhih- 
iled throu'^aon; ilio-;;.', ri'gio:^ ord;ii i;n;:ss more in tiio Ibnn of a lu- 
(.iicrons coaii'dKm, ili in a- an an;!,el ot'li'.^hl.'" 

()li,f;rs oi'ihe i>'itr.i"s mi -io.ianes iiavn wrifl^;?? Imme to tlje Pru- 
(itujliai Uo iiaiin.e.> (atur sdi^una couvicLion (ha.t cast'.i! must in every 
Unm be (Ma;laM;rd (Vom tiii- churciies, a jiNJi^ment to vviiicl) Dr. 
rScudd'U- oi" 1 udi i \l !-..-ioi!, riovv' in ibis cou'i! ry, ha.s recently i(iven 
uu,era:ici!, accoaipaiii'.jd with a numiy and C'linriiau acliuowjedg- 
Ki'Uit that a iJiaMl error iiad b,een commitUid. 

'i'iie W'.iiciuu in oi' liie V'ailt^y, .Ian. ".^.itii. reports a nieetiir!!' held 
Ai Lane SenMiiarv Chapt!!, lU. whie'i Mov. ')r. H'..u:ider, more than 
iwmity years a lui-sioo irv amoiu^ lii'.; heafiieii of Atix, said, as re- 
ported in tiiu Watcii.uaii : 

"(.'.isle IS one (>;' iof ni!;--!. (ormidab'i^ o!;st;tcl!'s which the mis- 
sionary ha< lt> (Si;'oiii;;iU'. l)r. f'kaujder is C(»u*'ineed lliat thev 
erred at iiY^i m i a'.iii;r imy u!'?''''a!iw! k> this aJisurddv. Thev 
oii^ht lo have rcip i-f d t.'Vi 'y cat.'drh'.te ibr t'le cliurch io renonsjct; 
it. [lis now \i\nvii more duTuaiit lo bioab' it dowi], and more difli- 
ciill, too, 'o est ibb^.b n,dit [^roicipie ; on the sulijcel. than i-"thev had 
ijf^un ri;.^bt O:e'oi'i!:e iUi/suMKv J ies — [Sir. \V:!;-U)'.v, we think — 
liad lately taken iliv. true sta;iJ, and exehided ]■ aii.o;-- :J;;;r liom Juh 
church. lii . m:---iouaf i(?s riapiiiec; t!;eir cfMueo^rdcinils to rc- 

jsounce it s(» liir as to ^u to;:el,ii';'r al the same comiMUuio!! table." 

Tiiis, lilt' u. isth'; voic;^. r)i"/\'Yr.7\'".a-v, —a voice to v. iii' b {lie L'oard 
v/otiid not ii-s't'u, lo ■ iv'v wrre co!e,;;)"i(f;4 lo an oupo-i'e //.";i?r?' — 
f 'onsistency remni-i^;] the j.r;:"'ip!es vdiir'i sbi^dd'^d ^■hitvhi)}din<!i 
slujuld also cxioii i I'i" s;)me Kind of [H'oteclio:! 'o (Y/^/;: — Uiat thus 
die varuiiis cbiss;-- oi" w rouf^-draT-; ini{di* !>e placed on an e(]nal 
iboiiiirr. IjpMCi'. in opp.o-i; ion to liie prec'Mit^; oi fbrj Ijibb^, and in 
oquui oppo ih'iou lo lOi' Vv'isdom o!' exp{M-ience and in the face of the 
judumeni of the 'vvbuie body of Chri-'.'.iau Proiesi.-int mis^doimrieti 
vvitiiOiU e, Keep 110 i5.' amoutj whom were t'leir own ruissionaries, they 
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t;li!j;2: to their theonj with the grasp ofa drowning man. The Reporit 
holds liiis language : 

"ijnt slavery is not the only social wrong to be met in the pro 
gress of the luissiouary work, and to which, the principles which are 
adoj)te(l in proseculiiig that work must probably be ap[)iied. There 
are the castes of India, deeply and inveterately inwrought in the 
very texture ofsociety, causing to the mass ofthe people liercditary 
iind deep degradation, Icadinif to the most irJuiraan and coritcnrpUiOus 
feelings and conduct in social hie, and presenting most Ibiinidable 
barriers to every species of improvement. " 

This is more explicitly reiterated subsequently, where the Report 
tells us that the 'proud Brahmin' is to be received into the church, 
that there he *niay be prepared iraternally to embrace the man of 
low cas?e V 

Need we wonder thai all the arguments, entreaties and warnings 
of the despised abolitionists failed to jirevent a unanimous vote lor 
the adoption ofthe Report, when they heed so little the admoni- 
tions of their missionaries and the lessons ofdivine Providence? 

These remarks may show why abolitionists are so strenuous in 
opposing the action ofthe iioard. It is because they belie vcwiththe 
Report Itself, that 'the principles adopted inusl adect the whole 
scheme for evangelizing the world : and are therefore ol" the utmost 
importance, and should be most carefully exaujined ;iud seulcd.' — 
Surely it must be no matter of surprise th:if ;ibolitionisls are alarmed 
and renjonstrate, when they conceive that the whoh; operation of 
the Board is conducted on a wrong principle, of whicli the adtnis- 
sion of slaveholders to the mission churches is but o!ie illustration. 
It is time to arouse the members ofthe church when tln.'ir Mission- 
ary Board unanimously declare that those vvho refuse 'lo break the 
bonds ofthe slave,' 'oppressive rulers,' and 'proud iirahmins' are 
good enough mateiial fora Christian church! 

Some intimate (hat abolitionists have not read the Report with at- 
tention It may prove to be true that they have read it ofiener, and 
jStiuJied itnK)re attentively than some who voted Ibr it, and many who 
on a priori grounds would rush to its defence. 

Tliis consideration of the general principle involved in tlie Re- 
port, will he, appreciated by the Christian comnmnity, although some 
defenders ofthe Board arc very uneasy about it, and innocently 
wonder why f do not discuss the bare ipiestion, 'May ii nuui sjisfaiu 
tlie legal, abstract, technical relation ofslavtj-owner. and yet be enti- 
tled to church-membership?' as though the aflirmative of that ques- 
tion were all that the Report implies. T^very thmix in its .<eason. 
That question, and others, will he considered in due tinie, and niy 
leaders, I doubt not, will prefer to know all that is necessary lo a 
full understanding ol"the question at issue. 

1 shall not allow ujyself to be diverted from the gtand question at 
issiui as presented in the llejwrt, by any entreaties ofthe Board'sde- 
tenders. Nor shall I allow myseh'to be silenced by personal as- 
satdts which may be made. It has been gravely charged that! am a 
young man, setting myself immodestly in opposition to the combined 
wisdom of fathers in the ministry. This is no new charge against 
the advocates of truth. It Wad an accusation brought by VValpole 
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,-»*!;ainpt. Pitt, to which the litter made this emitting reply, ''The atro- 
cious crime of being a young nian, which the honor.-ible ejeiilleman 
Ivdn with such spirit and decency charged upon n)e, I sliuli neither 
atteuipt to palli;ite nor deny; hut content inyseU" with wishing, that 
} Hiav he one of those whose loHifis cease with tiieir youtii, and not 
ofthiu number whw are ignoiant in spite of experiiiuee. Whether 
vouth can l)e, iniputod to any tuan as a reproach, I will not, sir, as- 
sutin* the })r(>vinc(^ o!' (h-nenniniu^: — hut surely age may become just- 
Iv conlemptibhi, if the opportuni'ies it brings have passed away 
wilhout improvomenl, and vice apptNiis to prevail ivlien the pas- 
sions havesuhsidi'd. The wreu'h who after having seen the conse- 
(juences of a thonsaiid firors, contimuis still to blunder, and whose 
age has only addi.'d obslinacy io slupidily, is surely llie object of 
cither ab!u)rreuce or fouit'iiifM,,"' 

[Jut n(uther e;ui VVaipnlc cl.iim the honor of originating this 
charge, for to go no firiiser h;ujk, it is asold as the diiysol'Joh, to 
whuni his arcnsing 'fiicud' nipliaz. ihe TemauitP, ssiid, "What 
];ru»west thou ib.al w>\ hiow not / what undersiatidest thou, wiucii 
isnntiu us / Wwh us are Lujlh tbe <irav-l.eaded and very a.ijed men 
nnu:h older li)an thy fi-lr.er," (Job, 15: 9, iO)-— a mode of argument 
which causf.'dJobiu bitltir sarcasm to say, ''No doubt but ye are the 
pt'ople. iind wisdom shall dii; with you.'' 

To those wiio have no other weapon of defence tlian such an ac- 
rus;Uion, \ commend as a subject ol'rellijction., the following extract 
from t'ne diary of Presitl.ust Ivdwards : "[ observe that old men sel- 
dom h'lve a.uv advautagi^ of new discoveries, because they are be- 
side (contrary to) the way of thiidving to which tliey have been so 
long u>ed." I would also ask them to ponder the remark of that 
acut<! observer of meti and things, iJr. Ihnmons. who though living 
1,0 tiie advanced agfj of ninety-five, yet a few yera's !)eft)re Ins death 
ifave tills adviiM', to a di-tingiiisln.'d miifistiU", 'never diSj)Uty with a 
niauwhf) is overlhrtv years of age"' — a caution w.arrauled by the 
j-eported fict that whenthe theory oflhe cu'culation of the biood 
w;'S fn-st annoitnced, no pliysician ovm; forty years of age, wan 
knowti to a!ian l(Ui (he (dd iuid e\'})ioded theory and to embrace the 
new aiid coriccl oiie. It iiniy he- tlieii an advantag(j instead of a dis- 
advanla^e to be ,i young mat! in tiiese days, wluni slavcuy, inteujpe- 
rance and war are bemg driven (rum tlieir vscripturai' entrencii- 
ments. 

'['lie w.iv iias now been prepaied for a consideration of the spe- 
r'ific questiori in dispsUe as rcdatiiig to ylaveholding. If the remarks 
made upon tiie general principle are corr(>ct, the sp(>cihc question 
is decided against the Boa.rd, on the irrouiui of its anti-Christian re- 
sults, when applie(i to oiher forms of wrong-doing. But it will not 
be satisfactory to drop the investigation here, and I liierefore pro- 
Lxcd to 

THE Si'KCiFlC ISSUE. 

The point on which the Board and the abolitionists are at vari- 
ance, if* liie ([misiwn-— H'ltclkcr s'.avehulders are to be reccicad into the 
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Mission Churches? The Board (iccidc thrit they may be received, 
and publish a labored report in defence of tfiat position. BeforK 
discussing tliis topic, we need to consider a preliminary qiiestiorj, 
viz : 

WHO AKE SLAVEHOLDKKS ? 

There is tnsich diversity in the n^^e of this lernj, ;uid many seem 
to be at vai iance. who if made to define their words, wonld learn 
ihfitthev fi'Mre. 'i'here liavc been manv deiinilions ofKlavcrv as a 
condition, and oC ?-iave}iolding as a prariice, and in view ol'tiiat faci. 
one astonishi{i<r cliarjic'ierislic of ?hc Report i.-, that ii studiously 
avoids deliniik'i lise practice wiiich it ucfefuis. Those who voted for 
the Report, an;! i.'iose vvho defend if, are hy no means a^r^ e'd ;;8 to 
the practice wliicii is to be allowed ifi ihc niission chnrcfies under 
the amhij'^noiis mime ol'slaveholdinf:. {'.•ome orthem would jK'rnii:, 
the re^(idar planter with his eluitt(;!s, claimed and used as such, to 
cenni into the sacred inclosnrf.;. while others would say, nf> ; we 
would allow sue!) alone as meridy stand in tlje h.\nal relation ofmas- 
ler to slave, but wlsr) j);;ictically fiive tho slave his r^:^ms. 'i'hccom- 
imiilee wiio drew up tiu; r(^port knew that the \\o\i\ rlavehold'T was 
andiij-^uous. i'or ihcir ('hairman. the licv. I)r. Woods. prep;:fcd a 
(iocnmeiit for ihci;- adojition, (which, howe\ C!-. u as rejected,) avoid- 
ing almost entirely the words slave aii'l slavidiolder. v.'h^cli fie read 
<() a comtnitfet! ofalKditionists, ofwliom I vv;i;-i one. { a-Ivcd iiiui 
why iie avoided tlu se terms, and he rejdied, "I. u isii !o he explicit, 
U) discuss ihin.',is. and not names. ;ind kiiowing tlwit tiie words ir; 
':pies}io?i we're amhiuttous, 1 iuive chosen others, such as servan; 
and inaster." 

Now is it not siuifsilar that the Com!tiitl(;e, with a Ch.airman so 
cautious ajul Cieardieadc'd on lliis ?td)jecl, siionld prep;ire a iaboie'd 
document in i\\\ov of receiving' slaveholders into the mis^-ion church- 
es, y(jl never iiiioim the ])rJ»!ic of llie piecise sense in which tlujy 
nse die woid ."-iaveimlder ? Did they call to niir.d the sayin^'j; vA' Dr. 
lunmons, 'Just definitions, like just disjinctioji---, cilher prevent fir 
end dispnt('S,' and tear to (hdine in tlie commencenu.'Mt of"jiie report, 
lest s(unelhin;:i: should need to come in rdterv\ arc.'.s which uoi;ld be 
inconsistent wiih ilieir cvplnnatieu ? ft would iiave hf;en inter- 
esting to read t!;f; Board's delinition of s!avc-ho!dli)£j ; and 
unless I am ^'.neatly mistaken, it v/ould '])rc/zle a Philadclphifi 
lawyer' to make one whicii would suit all who voted Tor the 
Report, ft was 'icl.^c^ to nciilect it, I'or had it read ihn.s: "The 
slaveiiolder u h'om we would admit, is one who lias on iiis])h!ntation 
practical freemen, mer(dy sustaining!? to them the le^al relation of 
owner, which he cannot dissolve — tiiat being under legislative con- 
trol,' ii woidd have suited Dr. Bacon, and others , — but then it 
vvould unfprunKilely liave excluded the particular slaveholders who 
are in llie mission churches, and th?js have failed of panctifying the 
prafitice of tlie missiona/ies ; since it can easily be shown, (and icill 
It, ere I conclude this investigation) that the mis.sion slaveholders do 
more than .sii&.Lain this lejzal relation. But fcuppo.«e the definition to 
l;ave included not only liiose who sustain the /f^a/relatiou ofowncr 
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of certain chattels, called slaves, but also those who proceed to use 
that relation, and to treat the slaves accordingly, then the mission 
churches would be included ; but Dr. Bacon, and those whose opin- 
ions he represents, would have demurred. It relieved the report oT 
much didicnlty that it attempted no definition. I do not affirm that 
this fact was foreseen and the Repoil shaped accordin£!;ly, but I do 
aflinn that the omission was for the Board a happy circumstance, 
and probably secured the unaniuious vote which was the occasion 
of so much preuascent anxiety and postnascent joy. 

THE DKFIXITIOX GIVEN. 

it seems to us to define a slaveholder is a very simple matter, and 
that tliose who protest against their admission into thechurches, pre- 
sent a tangible proposition to the Board. What is a slave ? Eve- 
ry srhooi-boy knows tiie distinction between a freeman and a slave. 
He knows that a slave is a man in the power and wholly under the 
direction of a n)asler, to he used by that master as he sees fit. If he is 
treated kindiy it isa favor granted, not a right allowed. His tin)e, labor, 
and talents, are expended lor the master withoutotherreturn than the 
food and clothing which the master is pleased in his own discretion to be- 
stow. Above all. he has no personal liberiy, no conceded righttogo,as 
Carlisle would say, 'anywhere anywhen' — to be his own judge a? 
to wb.oin he sluill serve, where lie shall live, how long he shall re- 
main, and what shall be the revv;ird of his labor. ^"?uch a man is a 
slave; and he who hohh, that is detains and keeps him in this depri- 
vation of lilici ty, is a davvhoJdcr. 

No, — no! — excl.iims Dr. Bacon, and a host of others. You do. 
inde(ui. j)r(}sent a sim])lo and (angii)Ie idea, and one apparently wnr- 
rauted hy the composition of ib.e word; l)nt nevertheless, we con- 
tend tliatif the law gives a n)an tlie power to use his fellow man as 
a slave, even il'he. does not (^xt-rcisc^ t'lat power at all, he is ncver- 
the!es,< a slaveholder, and your definition is a nn^'c quibble. Let 
us look into this logomachy — this war of Vv ords, it may appear to 
some. 

TJiE DErixrrroN tested. 

Dr. Bacon, and his school of definers, .^ay they use the word slave- 
holder in its every day meaniijg at the North and South. This } 
utterly deny, i hazard nothing in the assertion, that if Dr. Bacon 
nhould ask a Southerner for the most abstract delinition that he 
could inuigine, (and the more abstract the better for the Doctor's 
j)urpose,) lie would never receive an a))proximation to his own 
definition. The word slaveholder never would convey to the mind 
of a Southerner such an idea as tlie Or. contends for, — and why 
should it 7 It is representative of no ^^uch person as the Dr. con- 
ceives. No such persons exist a.«j those who have the power to 
use men as skives, but in no instance, and to no degree, exercise 
the power. No statute book at the South sustains the mere legal 
relation doctrine, and it is opposed to every man's con)mon sense. 
Let us test it by the application of the idea to a parallel word, howc- 
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holder, — and in order to make an analagous case, let us suppose an 
instance where the law conftirs power to do wrong. Suppose a 
poor widow in Hartford has a hnujfie wiiich ifs her all. The legisla- 
ture pass a law by which the legal title to that house is iniqnitoiifely 
conveyed to me, and I atn informed hy the proper officer that I may 
consider the house my own. But I, horror stricken vviih the action 
ofa legislature which 'frameth niischiel by a law,' declare that I 
will not recognize the infanious deed, and though 1 niay have a le- 
gal title, yeti will never Jise it. I go to the widow, who is weep- 
ing over the loss of her earthly all, and say — 'Madam, cease your 
weeping. This house I will never liold. Use it as long ns you 
please. Alter, sell, burn, remove, tear down, as you will, ! will not 
interfere, for the action of the legislature is infamous, and my legal 
title a clear fraud.' Now, it I do as I say, who is the man that could 
properly aOirm that I hold that widow'.s house — that I am a iVaudu- 
lent householder ? 

Let me apply this case to the question of slavehokiiug. Le* 
it be supposed tiiat in return tor some public benefit, the legislature 
of South Carolina give nje, by legal act, ten slave.s. The tiict is 
communicated to use. Detesting the abominable doctrine that man 
can hold property in man, I send word to the legislature that I will 
not be a slaveholder. They reply that the law of the ^^ate forbids 
my executing a deed ofemancipation.rind I must remain the h'g.il own- 
er of the slaves. I go to the slaves and say — 'Tlie laws Unvi'. created 
the relation of master and slav(3s between me and yon, biit i abhor 
and loathe the whole principle afid {)ractice of slaveholdiiig. i am 
tiot permitted by law to dissolve the legal relation — only iUa legisla- 
ture can do that; but the actual relation ceases from this moment. 
You may remain with me, or go elsewhere — labor at wages, or jbr 
raich compensation as shall be agreed upon, or be idle; and. as a 
matter of fact, if not in the eye of the law, be your own masters.' 
Now I maintain, that by such a declaration, and an accordant prac- 
tice, I cease to be a slaveholder— I no longer hold, kp.vp, detain 
these men as slaves. They are not slaves, whatever the law njay 
entitle them — the idea of their being slaves, is a legal liciion. No 
man can be made a slaveholder against his will. The huv m;iy give 
him power to hold slaves, but if he will not hold them, but allows 
them to go where they please, or remain with him as practic.il free- 
men, he cannot be made a slaveholder, and should not be called 
such. That there are precisely such at the South,! slionid rejoice 
to learn, though the favorable cases usually presented, including the 
one mentioned by Dr. Bacon in his articles in the N. Y . Evangelist, 
fall far short of such a course. 

.o:gal relation and organic sin. 

What IS the duty of a man who .sustains the legal relation of slave- 
owner ? Ditifiolve it, if the law allows : since, incase of his death, 
m bankruptcy, thelmo would seize upori the 'slaves' and hand them 
over mercilessly, to heirs or creditors. If the law forbids legal and 
technical emancipation, let the slaves be actual freemen in all re- 
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spects, and warning them of their danger in case ofhis death or fail- 
ure, let him advise them to go North to a free country. 

1 agree, then, with Dr. Bacon, that the 'legal relation' does not 
involve guilt in the individual, provided he makes no use of that re- 
lation, and does all he can to have the laws repealed which forbid 
the executing a deed which would terniinale even that relation— 
And this is all I conceive Dr. Edward Beecher means by the much 
abused and perverted, and probably unliappy phrase, 'organic sin.' 
The man who merely sustairis th.e legal relation of slave-owner, but 
not as I should say, of slav e-/ioW(;r, Dr. E, Beecher would say was 
involved in 'organic sin,' without individual guilt. There is sin in 
the case, not in the man, butin the organized form of society which 
constitutes the legal relation. The guilt rests on the community 
generally, and on each one who does not put forth all his powers 
to rectify the legal organization of society. I must say that anti-sla- 
very papers and orators and preachers, have too hastily condemned 
Dr. Beecher for coining an unhappy name, of which they did not 
or would not understand the real signilication. If he has broached 
pro-slavery iieresies aside from this, let liim be held accountable. 

THE board's HEPOKT XOT DEFENDED. 

All these nice distinclions of Dr. Beecher and Dr. Bacon do not, 
however, aid the Board at all, even if 1 should concede their im- 
portance. They may talk to the day of their death about a kind of 
slaveholder who merely sustains a 'legal relation,' and ought not to 
be excommunicated on that account, — the plain truth is, the Report 
says nothing of such a class, does not pretend that such are the on- 
ly ones who ought to beadtnitted into the church, but uses language 
at variance with that position. The Report, though it gives no de- 
fmition of its own, yet makes a-^sertions which allow us to know 
what it does nut mean. I will not vouch, however, that it does not 
contain contradictions, since such may be detected, if I mistake not, 
even in tlie able articles of Dr. F*acon in defence of the Board. The 
Dr. in nmny places, seems to delend only those who have the power 
to do wrong, but refuse to use it. and yet somehow the cases he 
supposes are such as allow the Ulicrty of the slave to be withheld, 
provided he is otherwise 'well-treated, ' physically, mentally, and 
morally I should like to place extracts from his different letters 
side by s^^.e, were my articles designed as a special review c ' those 
he has written. But to return, the question is not what Dr. Bacon, 
or any other man has said or written, or printed about slaveholders, 
but what does the Report of the Board say ? What kind of evil- 
doers in this matter of slavery does the Report describe and defend? 
I think I can prove by fiiir extracts, that the Report in the main use.* 
ftlaveholding in the sense I have defined as the true one — defend* 
the admission of its practisers into the c.iurch, and speaks onlj oJ 
(Certain abuses connected with it, as being disciplinable. 
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WHAT SLAVEHOLDERS ARE TOLERATED IN THE MISSION 

CHURCH ? 

This question is of great importance in deciding the propriet}/ or 
impropriety of the late action of the liourd. Dr. Bacon and others 
have labored through numerous and lengthy articles, to prove that 
certain abstract slaveholders, belween whom and their lellow-men 
the laws have established a wrong relation, hut who take uo advan- 
tage of such wicked laws and oppressive relation, ought not to be 
excluded from the church. In my last number, the question, 
whether the abstract case supposed to be one of sh\(i-holding or 
noi, was considered and decided in the negative; but the present 
question still remains to be noticed and answered. Dr. Bacon may- 
or may not be correct in delining slaveholding. He is responsible 
only for what he iuis written, ilis correct or incorrect views are 
not to be imputed to the Board. lie is no ' federal head ' to them ; 
they are not to he condemned for his transgressions, nor is his 
righteoUi,ness to be set down to their account. jMy theology allows 
this in no case, and my common sense forbids it here. The Board 
are to be tried by their Report, which they unanimously adopted, 
and not by Dr. Bacon's amendment, which they did not adopt, nor 
by Dr. Bacon's articles in the New Vork Evangelist, which have 
been written since, and which, in my view, diller from the Report 
in various points. Let Dr. Bficon, or Dr. Beecher, or Dr. Any- 
one-else, advocate the admission of nonentity slaveholders, com- 
posed of no more substantial material than moonshine, and residing 
somewhere near the man in the moon, certainly not in this sublu- 
nary world ; we may be annised or affronted at their articles, just as 
we please, the point atiasue is aside from their hallucinations. Who 
■ I. the men whom the Board n:ould retain in the Mission churches ? 
Arc they nie re technical da VI holders, OY, are they such as I defined in 
my last article, who usk the le<ral relation to noLD men as slaves ? 
Let my readers keep this point belbre their minds, and not suffer 
tljemselves to be diverted I'rom the true issue. If 1 mistake not, the 
Report fmnishes the reply to my questions, and to that reply let us 
now attend. 

It will be gra.. I by me that the mere existence of the legal 
relation of master and slave, constituted by huv, and beyond the 
control of the individual, does not iu)ply personal guilt in the mas- 
ter, it being supposed that he does not use that relation to hold his 
fellow-men as slaves. This position which I grant. Dr. Bacon and 
others 'contend for as defuiing the kind of ' slaveholders,' as they 
term them, who ought to be admitted into the mission churches. 
Notice, thoy contend for those whom they and I, absolve from indi- 
vidual guilt. But not so the lieport of the Board. It contends for 
ihose in whose case it admits that there is a moral wrong. All the 
analagous cases quoted by it, prove this, such as polygamy, caste, 
oppressive ruling, war, &c. \vhile specific assertions as to slavehold- 
ing itself contam yet more undeniable evidence. Did the Board 
stand where Dr. Bacon would represent it to stand, the whole 
argument of the Report would need retnodelliug. It would say — 
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Wc contend for the admission of those who do no wrong, who are 
chargeable with no sin in the nuUter at issue. But it does not say 
liiat ; it declares, We ought to admit men wlio are engaged in 
wrong-doing, but upon whom the Gospel lias not had lime to pro- 
duce its full effect. If I can show hy fair extracts >hat the slave- 
holders tolerated and to be tolerated in the mission churches, are 
those in wiiose case mi is admitted to exist, then it is evident that 
tlie Report does not rely on the technical, legal-relation cases, made' 
out by Dr. Bacon, in which latter, no personal guilt can be charged. 
Tha Board defend one course, Dr. Bacon another. To come theii 
to the proof, does the Report use the word slaveholding ihfoughout, 
as implying wrong-doing, or, doos it regard slaveholdiug as consist- 
ent with innocence? Let the following extractsdecide the question^ 
it being pretnised that the Report uses slavery and slaveholding 
synonymously, — though they ought, in propriety, to be distinguish- 
ed, slavery bemg a mere condition, the creation or perpetuating of 
which, that is, ahve-holding, alone involves sin. 

Slavery is not the only social wrong,''^ &c. " Should it be found, 
as the result of experience, that souls among the heathen are, in 
fact, regenerated by the Holy Spirit, before they are freed from aU 
participation in these social and moral evils, and that convincing evi- 
dence can be given that they are so regenerated — then may not thej 
'master find the slave, the ruler and the subject, giving such evidence 
of spiritual renovation, be all gathered into the same fold of Christ?"' 

'* Whenever the Gospel is brought to bear upon the comnninity 
where slavery, or any other form of oppression exists," " How far 
holding sl.ives, or anything else involving what is moralhj wrong,'' 
&c, '* Strongly as your conuniitee are convinced of the wrong- 
fulness and evil tendencies of slaveholding," Sec. "The more they 
study God's method of proceeding in regard to war, slavery, 
polygamy, and other kindred social wrongs, as it is unfolded in the 
Bible, the more they are convinced, that dealing with individual!* 
implicated in iXxn'&Q wrongs,''' &,c, 

From tliese extracts, it appears that in whatever sense Dr. Bacon 
may use the word slaveholditig, the Report signified by it a practice 
which involves sin, and when the Board voted unanimously to tol- 
erate slaveholding m the mission churches, they voted to tolerate 
what their own Report uniformly adniits to be 'a social wrong,' a 
^ moral evil,' a ' form of oppression,' 'morally wrong,' 'wrongful- 
ness,' &c. Now, of what use is it for Dr. Bacon, and those who 
concur with him, to contend for that which they claim to be consis- 
tent with right, and suppose that they are defen.ding the Board, 
when the latter contend for that which themselves admit to be mor- 
aily wrong? Why should intelligent men thus impose upon 
themselves and others? 

There is yet further evidence in the Report that tho particu- 
lar siaveliolders now in the mission churches and who are to be re- 
tained there, are not those described hy Dr. Bacon as having, but 
not exercising, the power to be oppressive. As a matter of fact 
they do not now give the slave his rights, and the Report does not 
require that they shall do so hereafter. What does the Report de- 
clare of the present and past treatment of the slaves by their church 



members? Does it assert that, practically, their rights have been 
sacredly guarded ? Not at all. Truth forbade it. The most they 
could say in general, was, — ' The condition of the latter (the 
slaves,) has been, they (the uiissionariesj think, greatly meliora- 
ted," In plain English this is, — the slaves are not outraged as badly 
as they were before their ojaslers joined the Church — the robbery is 
less extensive, though it siill continues to be perpetrated. Reflect 
upon the following extract : ' 80 far as the amount of labor required 
of their slaves, the food, clothing, and houses furnished for them, 
kind social intercourse vvitii them, regard for the domestic and 
family relations and affections, and for their comfort generally and 
opportunities aflorded for religious insiruction and worship, are 
concerned, the missionaries think, that instances of serious ddin' 
que no ij are very rare among their c/mrch-members.'' Then instances 
of 'serious delinquency,' as to providing proper food, clothing, shel- 
ter, domestic comfort, religious instruction and worship, do some- 
limes occur nn.DUg their church meuibers. Surely, there must be 
something more than the mere possession of power — something 
more burdensome on the slave than a mere legal relation. But the 
Report says that ' instances of serious delinquency are very rare.' 
it does not tell us how often delinquency in the respects riamed, of 
a more veni.il character, (in their view,) occurs. For aught we are 
informed there njay be a very frequent exercise of unjust power in 
comparatively small matters. This shov.'s that on the most favora- 
ble presentation of the facts, enougli leaks out to destroy the force 
of all defence of the Board, based on the right of merely abstract 
slaveholders to be received into the churches. Another extract 
places before us a yet more alarming state of things. ' Before it 
was forbidden by law, in j841, numbers of their slaves were taught 
to read in Sabbath and son)C in week-day schools ; and .«.uch in- 
struction is siill to some extent, given i?i private.' Christians who 
sustain the American Board, look at the facts revealed in this ex- 
tract, — ponder the principle upon which your missionaries have 
acted, atid declare whetlier it is accordant wiih the i3ib!e. What 
are wo told? That the niembers of the mission churches were en- 
gaged in the work of teaching the benighted slaves in Sabbath and 
in week-day schools, to read the Holy Scriptures, when of a sud- 
den the civil authorities, leaving the tilings that belong unto Ca;sar, 
and placing unholy harsds on the things wljich belong u»ito God, 
forbade such instructions. What now, under the guidance of the 
missionaries, who are declanM.l to have imitated the Apostles, did 
the mission churches do ? they stand up, fdled with the spirit 

of ' Peter and the otlicr Apostles,' (Acts 5: 29.) and sixy, 'We 
ought to obey God rather tljan man ?' Did ihey persist in instruct- 
ing the slaves? Would to God, for the honor of Christianity, they 
had done so, and had taken the consequences as did the Apostles of 
old. But no; IVebuchadnez/.er had erected his golden idol and 
thev must bow down. 'J'he instruction of the slaves ceased, save 
that it is " to some extent," ,('*^''^^' great we are Jiot told,) given in 
private. But the extract also gives a date, 3641, which allbids a 
striking comment on a former report of the Board on tlie same 
subject. In the vear J841 ihev voted * that the Board ol Conirais- 
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aioners for Foreign Missions can sustain no relation to slaverf 
which implies approbation of the system, and as a Board, can have 
no connection or sympathy ucith i/.' At tliat very time their mission- 
aries were abandoning the slaves to ignorance, practically prevent- 
ing them from searching the Scriptures, and all in conseqnenco of 
the unrighteous, atheistic laws of the Cherokee and Choctaw 
tribes ? ' No connection or sympathy with it V I forbear comment, 
lest indignation sljould lead me to * speak ^unadvisedly with my 
lips.' 

What now is marked out by the Board as the future course to be 
. pursued in the mission churches? Does the Report declare that 
such wicked laws are not to be considered binding? No. It dis- 
approves of the laws, regrets that they have been passed, but nei- 
ther commands nor advises that they be disregarded ! Tlien some- 
thing beyond a legal relation is to be tolerated hereafter, and this* 
gives a clue to what is meant in another part of the Report by the 
just treatment which the slaves must have— *a treatment not at all in- 
consistent with their being debarred from seaiching the Scriptures! 
But more of this anon. Additional evidence that practical free- 
dom is to be withheld from the slaves hereafter as heretofore, is 
found in the argument of the Report for admitting slaveholders 
into the church, when the following language is used, * Under such 
influences (that is, in the church,) may not the master heprcparcd to 
break the bonds of the slave?^ From this it will be seen that those 
who are to be admitted in future, are they who hold the slave * in 
bonds,' which they are to be prepared to break (implying that such 
breaking of bonds is within the master's power,) — a strange way, 
surely, of expressing a mere legal relation, or the mere possession 
without the exercise of power ! Indeed, Dr. liawesis represented 
by various papers to have admitted that there was nothing in the 
Report inconsistent with the permanent retention of slaveholding 
in the mission Churches. The phrase quoted above — " May not 
the master H^fi prepared to break the bonds of the slave " by being 
admitted to the church, is in principle happily illustrated by an inci- 
dent recorded in the Presbyterian Herald, published at Louisville, 
Ky. Tiie editor charged Rev. J. L. Forsyih, methodist preacher in 
charge at Fort Gibson, Miss., with admitting an infidel into the 
church. The preacher replies as follows, and I commend the clo- 
sing part of his defence to the Board as a consistent application of 
their principle of **/?rcpariw^' " wiong-doers to cease to do evil 
and to learn to do well," by admitting them into the church. Sa)/s 
Mr. Forsyth: 

" Now, according to the above mentioned prudential regulations, 
v.-e did receive a man residing in this county, who had been known 
to be skeptical on the subject of religion, but who, at the time of liis 
admission among us, was earnestly seeking lor mercy and truth, h& 
did candidly say that his mind was not fully satisfied of the inspira- 
tion of the Scriptures ; but we could not think that, nay, wo 
could not think it, a sufficient reason why we should drive him from 
even the outer court of the temple of righteousness and truths 
rather we think it is a roason why he should draw nigh and see and 
tear and feel for himself, and know that the doctrine is of God, — 
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NoWf sirs, where under heaven are there such spiritual ivjfuences a» in 
(he Church of Christ ? or where are men of a. skeptical cast of mind 
more likely to become convinced and converted, than in connection with 
those who feel the quickening poicer of the Spirit of God I " 

Another item of proof that those to bn received into the mission 
churches are bona fide shiveholders, as I have defined the word, is 
to be found in an extract from a speech of Dr. Chahners, incorpor- 
ated in the Report as an exposition of the views of the Board : 

" Vet we must not say of every man born within its territory^ 
who has grown up familiar with its sictcening spectacles, and not 
only by his habits been inured to its transactions and sights, bnt 
who, by inheritance, is himself the owner of slaves, that, unless he 
make the resolute sacrifice and renounce his properly in slaves, he 
is, therefore, not a Chiislian, and should be treated as an outcast 
from all the distinctions and privileges of Christian society." 

From this it would appear that those who continue to hold their 
fellow-men as 'property,' who are unwilling to 'sacrifice' such 
* property' in the bones, muscles, hearts and sinews of their fellow- 
immortals, are to enter our mission churches. 

I think by this time, my readers are satisfied as to the kind of 
slaveholders tolerated by the Bo.ird. 

There is one passage in the Report which to some may seem to 
be inconsistent with the position taken, and that passage will be 
thoroughly dissected when I come to consider whether siave-ZioWiK^ 
should be itself disciplinable, <jr only s!ich bad tieatmenl as may 
incidentally succeed the fact of slaveholding ? 

OUGHT DiSCIPLmE ONLY TO REGARD THE TREATMENT OF 

THE SLAVE ? 

The topic introduced to the reader by this inquiry has an impor- 
tant bearing on the question at issue between the American Board 
and Abolitionists. Abolitionists contend that the fact of slavehold- 
ing furnishes a sufficient ground oi discipline and that those who. 
after due admonition and labor will notabiuidon the practice, ought 
to be excommunicated. The Report on the other hand declares 
that the fact of slaveholding, admitted by itself 10 be wrong, ought 
not to be considered a valid ground of exclusion, but that church 
discipline, should merely regard the treatment which is superadded. 
Hitherto .1 have been treating of the course to be pursued ni the 
admission of new members; now, the inquiry relates to the dispo- 
sal of slaveholders already in the churches, though at the same time 
it settles a principle which applies also to the first class ; since, if 
the mere fact of slaveholding is notsuch adisorderly walk as to call 
for notice when the slaveholder is iti the church, neither ought it to 
exclude him if he is an applicant for adniission, The Report takes 
the position that the bad treatment of the slave which is superadded 
to the fact of holding, is the only ground of discipline. While it 
iiniforndy defends their admission into the church as far as their 
being slaveholders is concerned, it professes to have bowels of 
mercy for the slavCf continuing such in the hands of its members, I 
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will quote the part of the report which hears on this topic, a paif 
vvijlcli many thoughtlessly regard as giving to it an anti-sluvery char- 
acter. 

'•Should any clinrch member who has servants (a euphonisni for 
slaves) linder him be chargeable with cruelty, injustice, and unkind- 
ness towards them ; should he neglect what is essential to their 
present comfort or eternal welfare ; or should he in any manner 
transgress tiie particular instructions which the Apostles give con- 
cerning the conduct of a master, he would be admonished by the 
church, and unless he should repent, he would be excommunica- 
ted, riuch appears from their communications to be the views of 
oJir missionaries ; and such a course they think their churches would 
sustain." 

This is very well as far as it goes, hut it stops short of what the 
eternal principles of right demand. It does not recpiire the master 
to give the slave his liberty, notvviihstanding the fair-sounding words 
witti regard to 'cruelty, injustice and unkindness.' It puts the 
poor slave into the hand of one who has no right to his labor, and 
then smoothly adds, 'Be sure you treat him well and avoid all cru- 
elty, injustice and unkindness!' Now meie words do not satisfy re- 
tleciing men, until ihey know in what sense they are used, how 
much tliey imply, what tiiey are understood to mean by those from 
whose lips they i'all.and also by tliose to wliom they are addressed. 
But not to multiply general observations, I will specify my objec- 
tiozisto the rule laid down in the above extract, and which for the 
sake of brevity I shall term the treatment-rule. 

1. It is in/li'finila and anihigiwus. To a northern man it would 
mean one thing, to a Southerner, quite another thing. An anti-sla- 
very friend of the Board would place an interpretation upon it 
widely dillering from that of a pro-slavery supporter. A. thinks it 
actually recjuircs the slaveiiolder to abandon every thing but the le- 
gal relation which is out of his reach and can only be dissolved by 
l iw. B. on the other hand finds no evidence to support that j)osi- 
tion, and considers it as perfectly consistent with cluiming and usini! 
slaveholding power. I must express \uy sin-prise that a rule of dis- 
ciplineshould Ik; couched wholly in geneial lernis, which the Board 
must have known would be variously interpreted. If the rule aims 
»t malpractice, wh.y not specify some of the prominent Ibrms which 
that malpractice assumes / It might have taken a few more lines, 
but what of that, when the happiness of niullitudes hangs upon 
them, ftcaniml be said by way of excuse that this consideration 
did not occur to the committee. I deny it. it was laid before them 
when they had a meeting which I have before reierred to, with a 
couunitlee of a!)oliti()nisls, of which Dr. Ide, v/as Chairman. Dr. 
Woods and llev. fJr. tSandford of the Board's Conunitlee were 
present. Dr. \V^)ods read the document which he had prepared 
Ibr the Board, which the connniltee did n t adopt, but which con- 
t.Ainod a pa^jsage so nearly the same as the one quoted from the Re- 
port, if indeed it be not identical, that I can but think it was trans- 
ierrt'd from the one document to th(3 other. 1 objected to it then as 
too general, and asked t!ie Doctor to add something to this eflectv 
vvliich would be specillc, *if any church member shall buy, sell, or 
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hold his fellow-men as property, if he shall be guilty of whipping 
ihem, if he shall pnrsne and recapture them when they escape, if he 
ehall neglect to pay them such fair compensation for their labor as 
may be agreed upon, &.C., &.C., he shall be disciplined.' But no 
such specification is found in the report, and I cannot conjecture 
why it should be avoided nnlesn it would make the meaning ioo ex- 
plicit and all men would see that to comply would be to give the 
alave practically his freedom, and thus it would fail of securing a 
unanimous vote in the Board, besides calling up opposition from 
slaveholders ai the South. It is of no use to say that we are oppo- 
sed to the exercise of ' cruelly, injustice and unkindness' towards 
the slave, when men differ so much about what these mean, as ap- 
plied to shivery . /would mean by them the annihilation of slave- 
holding, and perhaps some of the Board voted with lliat understand- 
ing, but others would by no means include so much. Let me 
interpret and apply the rule in its widest signification, and I would 
be salislied; but 1 am confident that such was not the intent of the 
framers. They were willing to pass by slaveholding to regulate the 
treatment which the slave, as a slave, is to receive. Even when 
viewed in that light the rule is ambiguous. What is kind and just 
treatmefit of a slave, the right to hold hmi being first conceded? 
The man of New England birth and education will give one de- 
scription, the Marylander or Kentuckian, another, the South Caro- 
linian or Georgian, a third, and the sugar-planter of Louisiana, a 
fourth, Eaoli Southerner avers that he treats his slaves well, is 
guilty of no cruelly, yet can tell of others who do the contrary. 
Oapt. Basil Hail writes in his Travels, *Tiie Virginian told me sad 
stories of the way in which, the South Carolinians used their 
negroes; but when I reached that State I heard such language as 
follows, ' Wait till you go to Georgia, there you will see what the 
slaves suffer.' On re.iching Savannah, however, the ball was tossed 
along to the Westward. ' Oh, sir, you have no idea how ill the 
slaves are treated in Louisiana.' Such fiicts are notorious, and in 
view of them, ii is supremely ridiculous to make a rule couched in 
general terms, without specification, or illustration. Let me tell the 
Board that* cruelty, injustice and nnkindness,' may mean something 
diferent in the Choctaw and Cherokee country from whatitdoes in 
Brooklyn. I am afraid that even the interpretation ol' this ambigu- 
ous rule which obtained at Brooklyn amid so many ministers who 
* are as much opposed to slavery as ,'inybody,' is exceedingly loose^ 
if we may judge from one fact. The rule declares that the master 
will be liable to discipline 'should he neglect what is essential to 
their present comfort, or their eternal tcelfure.^ Now a man with 
anti-slavery principles would interpret this to mean that the 
slave was to enjoy full religious principles as we do at the 
North. Alas, poor simpleton of an abolitionist, how could you be 
so ignorant of hermeneutics? Did you not notice the word 'essen- 
tia/.?' A world of meaning is wrapped up in that polysyllable. 
The Report so anxious to prevent ' cruelty, uijustice and unkind- 
ness,' does not direct that the slave shall enjoy whatever hproyno- 
tivc o( h\s 'eternal welfare,' but only what is 'essential^ to it! 
Thus if oral teaching suffices to take him to heavcn, why no mattor 
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about his learning to read the Bible, 'in Sabbath and weekly day- 
schools,' — that is not ^essentiaV to his 'eternal welfare,' and besides 
it was 'forbidden by law in 1841 !' Hence the Report, as before 
inenlioned, regrets that such an atheistic law was passed, but neither 
commands, advises, nor intimates that it ought to be disregarded, and 
the slave be enabled to 'search the Scriptures.' If now the Board 
interpret their own rule so loosely, what are we to expect will be its 
meaning among Choctaw and Che?okee slaveholders ? When so 
many interests for time and eternity, depend upon the rule adopted 
by the Board, the form, which it assumes seems like trifling, and it is 
a sufficient objection, were no other conceivable, that it is indefinite 
and ambiguous. This leads me to a second and kindred objection, 
viz : 

2. The rule is no protection to the slave in a slavcholding commu- 
nitij. We look upon slaves as men, and account the treatment 
which they receive as the treatment of men. But the slaveholder 
views the slave in a different aspect. To him he is a piece of prop- 
erty — a valuable working animal, for whom he or bis father gave so 
many hundred dollars. Hence, just and kind treatment means to a 
slaveholder, something entirely ilifierent from what it means to us ; 
just as we consider treatment kind and just to a dog or horse which 
would excite our indignation if experienced by a man. The starting 
point of interpretation is so different in the mind of the two classes, 
that when we urge the slaveholder t© be just and kind to his slaves, 
and to treat them well, he assents to it all, and yet by no means agrees 
with us. The fact is, that so accustomed do the masters become to 
the infliction of what we consider cruel treatment, that it ceases to be 
cruel in their estimation, and without any intention to deceive, they 
protest that they are kind and even indulgent ; just as we would re- 
sent t'.ie charge of cruelty to a dog, because we chastised him at times 
with a whip and even kicked him occasionally out of doors, when he 
would not otherwise go. To show the application of this principle, 
let mo quote an anecdote from 'Slavery as It le.' Judge Diireli of 
N. H., was on one occasion denouncing the abolitionists because 
they falsely accused slaveholders of ill-treating the slaves. Said he : 

"In going through all the states I visited, f do not now remember 
a single instance of cruel treatment. Indeed, I remember of seeing 
but one nigger struck, during my whole journey. There was one 
instance. We were riding in the stage, pretty early one morning, 
and we met a black fellow, driving a span of horses, and a load, (I 
think he said) of bay. The fellow turned out before we got to him, 
clean down into the ditch, as far as he could get. He knew, you 
see, what to depend on, if he did not give the road. Our driver, as 
we passed the fellow, fetched him a smart crack with his whip across 
the chops. He did not make any noise, though I guess it hurt him 
some— he grinned. Oh, no ! I'hese fellows exaggerate. The nig- 
gers, as a general thing, are kindly treated. There may be excep- 
tions, but I saw nothing of it." (By the way, the Judge did not know 
there were any abolitionists prepent.) 'What did yan do to the dri- 
ver,' said N. P. Rogers, who was present, 'for striking ♦.hat man V 
'Do!' said he, 'I did nothing to him, to be sure.' 'What did you 



35 



say to him, sir ? ' ' Nothing,' he reph'ed: 'I said nothing to him/ 
'What did the other passengers do ?' 'Nothing, sir,' said the 
Judge. ' The fellow turned out the white of his eye, but he did not 
make any noise.' 'Did the driver say anything. Judge, when he 
struck the man?' 'Nothing,' said the Judge, ^ only he damned 
him, and told him he'd learn him to keep out of the reach of his 
whip.' * Sir,' said Rogers, * if George Thompson had told this 
story, in the warmth of an anti-slavery speech, T should scarcely 
have credited it. I have attended many anti-slavery meetings, and 
I never heard an instance oi such cold-blooded, wanton, insolent, dia- 
bolical cruelty as this; and, sir, if I live to attend another meet- 
ing, I shall relate this, and give Judge Durell's name as a witnessof 
it.' 

This shows the effect even on a Northerner, when he for a time 
forgets that slaves are men. Now the rule of the Board declines 
requiring the master to give the slave his liberty, thinks he is not 
' prepared to break the bonds of the slave,' and contents itself witii 
saying that he must treat them well in all respects, or else be disci- 
plined. Who are to judge of the good or ill treatment? The 
church living in a slaveholding community and embracing slave- 
holdeis, and the missionaries who like all Southern ministers uncon- 
sciously to themselves, are inured to slaveholding practices and 
feelings. There is reason to fear that their interpretation of the 
general terms of the rule will be like their interpretation of the 
'instructions which the apostles give concerning the conduct of a 
master,' to which this sage rule refers. Indeed this whole rule 
reminds me of the plan of gettiiig Arminians to sign a Calvinistic 
creed by expressing it entirely in Scripture language, it being 
known that none will object to Scripture, and yet all will give it 
their own peculiar interpretation. fi)o with this rule. To a North- 
erner it seems to give the slave his rights, while the Choctaw and 
Cherokee slaveholders will assent to it in a different sense, with as 
much complacency as a South Carolina slaveholder assents to the 
words of the Declaration of Independence, • All men are created 
equal,' &c. The rule is worthless as regards the protection of the 
slave. 

3. The luU could with difficulty, if at all, he enforced, through lack 
of testimony. In case of ill-treatment, (granting for argument's 
sake that the word is definite,) how shall the slaveholder be brought 
to justice? Who are to testify against him? 'The witnesses, if 
any, wiil be his own slaves ; but is any man so simple as to sup- 
pose that after receiving abuse from tho master, they will complain 
of him to the church, knowing that, as his chattels, he can punish 
them with exemplary severity ? It will do very well, where all are 
free, to talk of disciplining men for not treating each other well, but 
to talk of exercising such supervision over the master, when the 
testimony must come from those in his power, is to utter nojisense, 
and to apply Dr. Bacon's classical phrase to the Bonrd's own posi- 
tion, * tjie churches won't stand such nonsense.' 'There has been 
experience of that fact in the Sandwich Islands. Dr. Lafon, who 
was a Missionary there, said at the Syracuse Convenlion.r— 
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' He was opposed to taking in Chiefs, because they owned slaves. 
He acted upon that principle, until two Chiefs came to him with 
letters of recommendation, which, as a Presbyterian, he could not 
dleregard. They soon had a "spree," baihed in the sea in an inde- 
cent manner; got drunk; of all of which he was informed by for- 
eigners. He could not take their testimony ; the natives told him 
ilui Chiefs were drunk, but when informed that they must testify, 
they all said they did not see it; others saw them ; — and not a man 
or woman could be found who would testify to the facts as of their 
own knowledge. He obtained a decision of the Session, two elders 
and himself, to cut them oft' from the church. They could not get 
a church to stand up and vole a high Chief out. The Princess 
Henrietta was guilty of high sins ; yet a Missionary would not 
think of getting a vote of her people to expel her from the church. 
The Episcopal uiode sometimes took the place of Congregational- 
ism ; the minister took the place of Bishop; read them out of the 
church; and then fell back upon Congregationalism — ^justas circum- 
stances requireil.' 

The same difticully would be experienced among Choctaws and 
Cheroltes. No slave with a whipping in prospect, would testify 
against his master, and we may be sure that a master who would 
maltreat his slaves, would inflict additional cruelty if they dared to 
complain. Tiie rule will be inefficacious from the nature of the 
case. 

4. The. rule is unjust to the master. If we concede, as this rule of 
the Board does, that the master may continue to hold the slave, and 
that such sldv ehulding is not a disciplinable offence, it is the height 
of injustice and fol'y to declare tiiat he shall not resort to severity 
when he finds occasion. The Supreme Court of the United States 
have decided that when the Constitution bestows a certain power 
on the Federal Government, it is of course implied that the Gov- 
ernmeiit have also conceded to them the means necessary to exer- 
cise that power. Justice and consistency require such a construc- 
tion. Tlie case before us is similar. It is mockery and child's play 
to say the least, to tell the Choctaw or Cherokee slaveholder, 
You may retain your slaves, but you must not use the means 
necessary to retain them ! Abolitionists and slaveholders, both 
contend, that the severity which the rule of the Board condeujns, is 
a wecmttr?/ appendage of slaveholding, and that if the one be allow- 
ed, the other must be also.** Like the Siamese twins, they are uni- 
ted in life and cannot be parted at death. Do my readers need to 
be told that the slave is not contented with bondage, is not willing 
to wait, until by church ordinances the master can * be prepared to 
break his bonds?' He will, of course, be refractory, will refuse to 
work, will at tunes rebel against the authority of the master, backed 
lip though it may be by church ordinances. What is to be done? 
He must, of course, be whipped, or chained, or placed inlhe stocks, 
or branded. Probably he will turn fugitive and run away from thi» 
church influence, fearing that his master will die before being suffi- 



* In proof of this, see Wayland's Letter to Fullcr.p. 23, and " Barnes on 8J«- 
very," pp. 201, 346. 
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"ciently ' prepared to break the bonds,' especially as during the 
thirty years that the mission has been established, the first case is yet 
to be found in which a church member has emancipated his slaves! 
The Report of the Board which mentions all the favorable facts 
that could be collected, could not, certainly did not, refer to one 
such instance. What is the master to do about this slave who has 
broken his own bonds and is hastening, by wearisome night marches, 
to the North, to invoke the protection of some member of the 
Board who is *as much opposed to slavery as anybody?' To use 
the language of Dr. Chalmers, so approvingly quoted in the Re- 
port, the master cannot be expected to ' make the resolute sacrifice 
and renounce his property ;' hence he must mount his horse, and \C 
need be, out with his blood-hounds, and scour the country, until 
• his property ' is secured. It is of no use to protest against the 
whipping, and the branding which will he inflicted when the fugi- 
tive is brought back — it is necessary to inspire lorwr in him and in 
the others, to maintain plantation discipline, which at the South as 
winked at and protected by the church, may, with terrible meaning, 
be called church disciphne for offending slave members. ,You may 
cry shauje! and call upon the master to desist, but in doing so yoa 
betray the weakness of your Cdtjse, the inconsistency of your argu- 
ments. You might as well tell a man that he lias a right to go to a 
certain place, but must neither ride, walk, nor be carried — that he 
has a right to keep a horse, but must never apply the whip if he is 
lazy, and never go after him H he runs olF, as to tell the slaveholder 
that he may retain his slaves, but must not do that which is necessa- 
ry to retaining them ! Let my readers notice the position, that if it 
be allowable to deprive men of their liberty, then it is allowable to 
use that degree of vigilance and seveiiry which i? requisite to gain 
that end. We concede, for instance, that it is allowable to deprive 
men of their liberty on account ol crime, and to shut them up in 
prison. Hence we build prisons, pif)vide bolls, chains, handcufis, 
cells, and high walls. We place sentinels on guard, with loaded 
muskets to shoot down any prisoner wlio may attempt to escape. 
No man in his senses will condemn the means and defend the end, 
knowing that the former is necessary to the latter. Let nsy oppo- 
nents be logically consistent, and if they allow of slaveholding, go 
for the whole — for whatever ignorance, healhenisuj. and suffering is 
indispensable to the holding of slaves. Be just to the master, either 
require him to renounce slavf balding or allow him free from church 
censure, to use such measures, however severe, as are requisite for 
the safe continuance of the practice. 

5. / object again, that even when as a slave, tha man is * well treat' 
f d,^ he is still robbed of his liberty, and the robber ought to be excluded 
from tlie church. This famous rule goes on the prniciple that liberty 
is, per se, of little or no value — that plenty of food for the stomach, 
ample cloth for the hack, some measure of iiisiruclion for the mind, 
and a freedom frotn blows, is enough of good for this life, and the 
fact that liberty is withheld, is such a trifle that it need not be taken 
into account. Ignoble calculation ! The authors and de.'enders of; 
such a sentiment, I fear, ivould sell their birthright, like Esan,for a 
mess of pottage. Little do buch sympathize with our noble Decla- 

4 
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Tixilon of Independence, which declares thai the right lo Hbeity is 
iaalienable, and places it by ihc side of" the right to liie. Little can 
ihey conceive the meaning of the impassioned prayer of Patrick 
Henry, 'Give nie hberty, or give me deaih.' The aspiration of 
their grovelling souls would be, ' Give us enough to eat, drinkOind 
wear, and make us comfortable, and then bind on the chains if you 
will.' 

in opposition to such debased viewy, in coincidence with the 
longings and promptings ol' manhood, and in s}n)pathy with the 
Apostle, who said (2 Cor. 1 1 : '20) * For ye suher if a man bring 
you into bondage,' 1 assert, that aside from al! questions of mere 
ireatment, hberty is ihe next Iiigliest right to life, and he wlio 
deprives me of it and makes me a slave is a manstealer, and as 
such, should be refused adnjisi-ion to the churcli of Christ. I 
appeal to my readers. Who of you would consent to be a slave, 
tiven if assured of kind treatment ? Who would surrender liberty 
for such a paltry price To tiim who would insult you with the 
proposal, your reply would be, * Kever ! I will sooner starve, and 
be free, than livv? a pampered slave.' My readers, Do unro others 
aa you whuld have them do lo you. As you would contend for 
your own rights, so contend lor those of the slave. Why discipline 
a man for unkind treatment, and allow the prior and the higher 
crime of siavehoidifig to go nncondemned iSo to judge, is a§ 
though a churcli shoidd pass over an act of seduclion, of which a 
itnember had been guilty, arid exconmiunicate him because he turned 
iiis victim out of doors ! Tijis leads me lo remark, 

0. 1 ohjecl to the luh as prcscribivg a peculiar treatment for the sin 
of slavtholding, such as is nut apjdied in similar cases. The common 
sense of every man tells him that to hold a slave is to rob a man of 
iiberty. Why treat such a robber difiercntly from other robbers ? 
What would the American Board say if it should come to their cars 
that in a region of country where sheep-stealing and horse-stealing 
\ver3 common, their churches had received the thieves into the 
church? Would they prepare and adopt a report which should 
contain sentiments such as these? * Let the thieves who in conse- 
«|uence of the silence of the niissionaries as lo the sin of slieep and 
hor.se-stealing, have not fully realized their guilt, and who conse- 
tijuently may givcj evidence oi conversion, be received into the 
church, with the liope liuit evejilually they may be prepared to 
/estore the stolen property lo the righlful owner, in the mean 
time, however, ciiarge the thieves that they treat the sheep and 
Jiorses well, that they give them plenty to eat and drink, allow them 
shelter in the winter, do not shear the sheep too close, nor ride the 
iiorees too far and too fast, if they refuse compliance with this 
rule, let ihem bo excommunicated.' Christian reader, what kind of 
morality is that? It is the morality of the Report of the American 
Board, so far as 1 can understand it. The doctrine is — allow the 
unaster to hold his flave, but charge him lo treat the slave well. 
Why not apply ihis rule to all cases of robbery, seduction, &c.? I 
do not wonder at the strenuous efforts of some defenders of the 
Board to make out slaveholding to be a ' peculiar ' fin — it ought ta 
he, to dciuaud such peculiar discipliue. 
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THE GROUND OF ABOLITIONISTS. 

What now is tho position of abolitionists? They urge the 
Board to strike at the root of the whole matter, by exscinding the 
practice of shivehohiing itseif. Do tiiis, and as a matter of course, 
the consequences fail with t.heir cause. Then a blow will be struck 
rt ssM in all its Ibrms. The ch;jrcl)es will l)e purged from impurity 
as far as this sui)ject is concerned, [^et the missionaries preach 
against shve-ltoUiMir, let the churches refuse to admit additiona! 
slave-Z/oWf/'s, and ftcirin the usual process of discipline with those 
that are now within their pale. W^e do not a?k that they shall per- 
form impossibilities, wc do not require that the legal relation shall 
ceasO; if it is out, of the master's pow:r to dissolve it, but we do de- 
mand in the name of bleeding humanity and a God of rigijt, that as 
a matter of fact, the slave shall be free to go or stay, to work or 
not to woik, to read, to write, to enjoy all manner of privileges as 
do laborers at ilie North, Why should so reasonable a demand h&> 
refused ? Why bend the knee to wrong, and compromise with- 
iniqiiity ? Why declare thnl slaveiiolding is a peculiar sin, wheii its 
peculiarity lies in its peerless enormity, in tl).e jmwer and number 
and current respectability of its practisers and defenders, and th» 
abominable means used for its protection ? 

CONSEQUENCi:S TO THE :\1ISSI0X. 

The Report rests the defence of the Board pardy on the proba- 
ble conseijuences to the ufission amon:^ the Ctierokee and Choe- 
tuw Iiidi.iD.s, r^hoidd nnti-slavory principles be carried out. Its lan- 
guage is, ' Tiio Coini.'iittee believe, in agreement with the unani- 
mous opinion of t!ie missionaries, that any express direction from 
this Board requiring tiietn to adopt a course of proceeding on thi« 
subject essentially ditrerent from that which they have hitherto 
pursued, woidd be fraught wi'h disastrous consequences to the mis- 
sion, to the In lian^, and to the African race among them.' At the 
close of t!ie iteport, an extract from a letter of one of the mission- 
aries is given, implying th;it opposiiion on tluiir part to slave- 
holdin<; wonhl drive the\u iVom the nation. VV'ilh regard to this 
plea, I s'iall make only a lew briel" remarks. 

I. This is the old plan for a coutiuiiauce of wrong-doing. Thf* 
inexpediency of a course in itself right, is clamorously urged as a 
reason for not complying with the principles of the divine law. 

'2. The gre.it question to be settled is. What is right ? Deter- 
mine that, and we need not regard the consequences." What pro- 
priety is there in meeting our arguments to prove the wrongfulness 
uf the coijrse adopted, by the plea that the success of the mission 
depends upon it ? The success of the mission depends on wrong, 
does it? Then it is lime that it was broken up, 

U. It would be no new thing in the history of Christianity for a 
niission to be broken up. and yet it remaiiis to be proved that tem- 
porary failures, occasioned by adherence to principle, are al all detri- 
mental in the final result. Faui was driven from more than ont 
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city for preaching against the practices of the inhabitants, bnt who 
thinks the cause of Christ was injured thereby ? Would it have 
been better to have compromised with idolators and remained in 
quiet? It would not be the first mission that the Board have aban- 
doi ed, should the Indians expel the missionaries, and why should 
ihey represent it as so disastrous an event? 

4. If the mission should he broken up by the authorities of the 
land, there is reason to believe that the moral efleci would be great 
and beneficial. It would arouse our churches to an interest in the 
slave question, such as fhey have not before evinced — it would be a 
heavy condemnation of slavehoidihg which would be felt by the 
Southern churches— it would be a noble testimony before the world 
of our opposition to sin. It would be such an event as the Saviour 
contemplated when he uttered the solemn words, * Whosoever shall 
not receive you, nor hear your words, when ye depart out of that 
house or city, shake otf the dust of your feet. Verily I say unto 
you, it shall be more tolerable for the land of Sodom and Gomor- 
rah, in the day of judgment, than for that city.' 

When the Board shall take a righteous position, and the mission- 
aries siiall have been driven from the Indian country for protesting 
against the enslaving of God's children, I propose that, at the ensu- 
ing meeting of the lioard. Dr. Bacon, or Dr. Ilawes, or some other 
distinguished minister, preach by appointment, from Acts J3: 49 — 
51, 'And the Word of the Lord was published throughout all the 
legion, but the Jews stirred up the devout and honorable women, 
and the chief men of the city, and raised a persecution against Paul 
and Barnabas, and expelled them out of the coast, but they shook 
oflT the dust of their feet against them, and came unto Iconium.' 
Let this be done in the spirit of the primitive church, and tho rasult 
would be the same as described in the 52d verse. * And the disci- 
ples were filled with joy and the Holy Ghost.' 

5. No man is competent to declare that the ultimate consequences 
of an abandomrrant of that mission would be wor^e than the ulti- 
mate conseqtionces of adherence to the present policy of the Board. 
In contending for a principle, we must look beyond the incidental 
evils which may aii«e. The war of the Revolution was attended 
with many and sad evils, but the final results are such as no friend 
of the world regrets The question whether the American Board 
as the organ of the American churches, is to propagate a gospel that 
will liberate or enslave the world, is of nmre importance than the 
question whether a partial, pro slavery Gospel shall continue to be 
preached among certain Indian tribes. 

TIIK APPEAL TO SCRIPTUKE. 

It will not be expected that at this late moment, I should enter 
upon the scriptural argument concerning slavery. Thatdisciission 
would need a series of articles for itself alone. Indeed, the Board 
does not quote a single passage of Scripture in support of its posi- 
tions, but simply refers in general to Apostolic instructions. All, 
consequently, that appertains to my duty at present is, to throw out 
a few hints which bear on this subject, 

1. Was Christianity designed to be antinomian? There is noth- 
ing more susceptible of proof, than that elaveholding i3 a viUtwU 
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repeal of the decalogue, Did the Apostles promulgate a religions 
system which was to he a practical reversal of the commandmenta '? 

2. Was Christianity a retrograde movement, compared with 
Judaism? The decalogue, the Mosaic system, the writings of the 
prophets, are condemnatory of slaveholding. Did Christ lead the 
world backward on ihe subject of morals ? Was he not, on the con- 
trary, more strict than Moses, as is evinced by the Sermon on the 
Mount ? 

3. Does not the New Testament every where represent persist- 
ance in known sin as inconsistent with discipleship ? If so, where 
would that rule place those who, after due instruction, persist in 
slaveholding? 

4. Can it be proved that the Apostles did not substantially take 
the course I have recommended, viz : enjoin nothing about the 
legal relation, which was controlled then, as now, by government, but 
give such instructions as, fairly carried out, would, as a matter of 
fact, give treedom to the slaves, though their technical name might 
reinain ? 

5. Are we not to have reference to the increase of light in the 
world on moral subjects ? Are polygamists to be admitted now, 
because they in all prohahiliiy existed in the primitive chuirch, as 
ruay be gathered from the injunction that hishaps and ilcaconf. must 
have only on?, wife, implying that private raetnbers were tolerated in 
polygamy ? Doe^ not the. language of Paul apply—' The times of 
this ignorance God winked at, but now commandeth all men, every - 
where, to repent i" Are our duties the same as to the admission of 
distillers and rumsellers now, that they were twenty-five years since? 
If it be then provable that there were slaveholders in the primitive 
chuiches, in days of darlcness, under despotic Governments, with 
universal ignorance on the subject of human rights, does it follow 
that the same course should be pursued now, in altered circumstan- 
ces? Is A. D 1816, the same as A. D. 1? Is slaveholding to be 
treated in tlie same manner now when the indignation of the world 
is poured upon it, as it was when few, if any, questioned its propri' 
ety?* 



* I hiive previously advertRij to ihe fact that th(> American Board have taken a 
position o[>i)os(i<i toth;5 growiiiig cotivictions of pliiiunthropists and Christianstn 
all countricei. Two recent occurrences forcibly iUustrate tins remark, ^inca 
the iniM?iiiig of the Bo'ird, tlie l?ey of Tunis, a Mohammedan, has abolished sla- 
very throughout his floininions ! 

In August, of the present year, a World's Convention is to he held in London, 
to nianife.-t :ind eni-oura;:e the unity of Proto-tant Chri.ster;doin. Provisional 
Conunittces of Arraiigeni ;ufs have been apfjointed in tlie principal cities of Eng- 
land and Scotland, repri'scntinir nearly or quite twenty denominations. At a 
joint meeting of all thwse Committees, at Bir mingham, after four hours discusfcion, 
ihoyjinanim Otis Iff adopted ihe following resolution : * 

"That wiiile, this Committee deem it unnecessary and inexpedient to enter into 
any question at present on tlie subject of slavehohling or on thediiricult circum- 
Mtances in whicli Christian breihren may be placed in coutitries where the law^ of 
slavery prevails; they are of opinion thatiuvitations ought not to be sent to indi- 
viduals who, whether by their own fa iltor otherwise, may be in the unhappy po- 
sition of holding their f.dlow men us slaves." 

As some stress is laid on the unanimity of the American Board, will my readers 
notice th i unanimous action of a ho ly of Christians, who, from their posi- 
lioawotild act unbiassed. If slaveholders are not fit to sit in a Convention, ore 
iijfiy suitable subjects for churchtncmberBhip? 
4* 



ORGANIZATION OF NEW CHURCHES FAVORABt^E TO 

PURITY. 

There is, in my view, a special aggravation of the pro-slavery ac- 
tion of the Board in the fact that their churches are comparatively 
young. Does any one need to be informed that with a church, as 
with an individual, it is easier to correct evils in youth than in old age? 
Dr. Beecher, in his articles in the Boston llecorder, has said that 
while he would have charity for churches recently formed amid hea- 
thenism, he would have little or none for the churches of the South 
who have tolerated slaveholding for two hundred years. With all 
deference to Dr. Beecher*s superior wisdom, I must beg leave to dif- 
fer, and '0 assert that churches where error has been fortified by long 
indulgence and immemorial custom, and prejudices which are the 
growth of successive generations, it must be a more difficult under- 
taking to secure a return to rectitude, than it would be to organize cry 
correct principles at first. If the Dr. doubts, let him go into the for- 
est and try his hand at straightening the gnarled and twisted oak of a 
hundred years standing, and then set out a young sapling and train it 
as he wishes. I ihink every minister at the South would declare 
that while in his view the old slaveholding churches cannot be indu- 
ced to abandon that sin, and he has therefore ceased to urge the duty, 
he would regard it as a thousand fold more feasible to oj-ganize a new 
church, which should start with the fixed determination to admit n» 
slaveholder to membership. I contend, therefore, that the Board are 
peculiarly guilty in (ouuding nev) cfiiuches on wrong principles. They 
ought, in view of the seared consciences of the old churches at the? 
South, and the seeming impossibility of leading them to repentance, 
to take warning, and in conducting their missions where slavery ex- 
ists, to set their faces firmly against it from the first. But this they 
refuse to do. They are going on to increase the number of churche* 
to be reformed- — preparing a most difficult work for future accom- 
plishment. Here I may incidentally say, that the Home Missionary 
•Society are doing the same evil work by assisting siaveholdingchu rch- 
es in Kentucky, Missouri, &c. 

Let us derive an illustration from the Temperance reform&tion. 
The time was, when distillers and rumsellers were in all o'lr church- 
es. My readers know with what diificulty our communion has been 
purified — what strife, di'baie, contention, heart-burning and division 
were occasioned. At the present time, all new churches refuse to 
receive such persons, and thus avoid the evil. What novv would be 
said if our missionaries, as they come m contact with intemperance 
on heathen shores, should receive distillers aiid rumsellers into the 
mission churches ? They do not so act — they organize on correct 
principles at first, and thus forestall difficulty. They find the heathen 
in darkness on that subject, but as they themselves have light, they 
communicate knowledge and act from the light thuy have, instead of 
conforming their conduct to the ignorance of the heathen. Can any 
defender of the Board give me a valid reason why the missionaries 
should not act in precisely the same way with regard to slavehold- 
ing ^. 
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But, as I have before remarked, the Board se^ra to de&pise faci», 
and to regard only their pro-slavery theory. Lest my lariguage 
should seem harsh, let me remind my readers of the opportunity the 
Board has had of learning that it is easier to begin right than to re- 
form after beginning wrong. I have p*eviously adverted to the fact 
that the mission churches in India acting on the principle of the Re- 
port, admitted caste into their inclocsure, hoping eventually to indu«e 
their members to abandon it. They have failed in that effort and 
have of late been forced to deal with it directly as a disciplinable of- 
fence. Dr. Scudder of that mission, has recently said at a public 
meeting that 'he is convinced that they erred at first, in granting any 
toleration to this absurdity ; that they ought to have required every 
candidate for the church to renounce it and that it is nmo much more 
difficult to break it dotoHf and more difficult too, to establish right prin- 
ciples on the subject, than if they had begun righV When will the 
Board learn that both the Word and the Providence of God declare 
that *He that walketh uprightly vvalketh surely.' 

A SOLEMN QUESTION, 

The fiicts that connect our professed Christianity with human op- 
pression are such, that the intelligent and benevolent mind mournful- 
ly revolves the question, Shall Christianity enslave the world ? An- 
swer me, ye friends of the oppressed, into whose ears the cries and 
groans of the slave enter, and who weep in secret places over hi« 
cruel sufferings, shall oppression find its strong hold in the religion of 
the merciful Jesus, who came to bintl up the broken hearted, to pro- 
claim liberty to the captive, and the opening of the prison to them 
that are bound ? As our missionaries multiply through the world, 
and heathenism and Mohammedanism fade away before Christianity, 
shall the only change the poor bondman experiences be the fact that 
hie master has changed his creed .'' 

Think not that this is a question bounded by the limits of 
the Cherokee and Choctaw country. J have proved that the Report 
of the Board admits that the general prirjciple involved, embraces 
sins which encircle the globe ; such as war, caste, oppressive ruling 
and polygamy. But even the specific position assumed in favor oi 
slaveholders, applies to various other mi-'sicns established and to be 
established. Notice the coolness with wlijch this important fact is 
acknowledged in the Report. 'The evil of slavery will probably be 
met in some forcn in nearly every part of the groat missionary field, 
and the principles adopted must affect the whole scheme for evangel- 
izing the world.' Again, 'Involuntary servitude is believed to per- 
vade nearly the whole African continent, though with widely differ- 
ent degrees of severity, in some form it exists in many, if not all 
parts of India. It pervades Siam and nearly all Mohammedan com- 
munities, and it will probably be found, in some of lis modifications, 
in China and Japan,' 

The policy of the Board is to establish slaveholding churches 
throughout the world, to erect the most formidable bulwark around 
slavery that human hands can rear : for all experience in the cause of 
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emancipation proves that the oppositon of the professedly Christian 
church is the most serious obstacle to be removed. Let me fortify 
this position by a short extract from a sermon of Rev, Albert Barnes 
preached last year. 

"Advert for a moment to the efforts which are made to remove 
slavery from the world, and to the hindrances which exist to all ef- 
forts which can be made to remove it, m consequence of the relation 
of the church to the system. Reflect how many members of the 
Christian Church, and how many ministers of the Gospel, are owners 
of slaves; how little effort is made by the great mass to dissociate 
themselves from the system ; how many are there, even in the pul- 
pit, who open'y advocate it ; how much identified the system is with 
all the plans of gain, and all the views of comfort and ease of domes- 
tic life among many members of the Church ; and how faint and fee- 
ble is the voice of condemnation of the system uttered by the great 
mass, even of those who have no connection with it ; and how often 
the lanjjruage of apology is heard, even then : and it is easy to see 
how inciiectnal n»ust be all their effoJts to remove this great evil 
from the world. The lanfruage of the ministry, and the practice of 
church members, give such a sanction to this enormous evil as could 
be derived from no other source, and such as is useless to attempt to 
convince the world of the evil. Against all this influence in the 
Church in favor of the system, how hopeless are al! attempts against 
it ; while yet no one can doubt that the Church of Christ in this land 
has power to revolutionize the whole public sentiment on the subject, 
and, to hasten ihe hour when, in the United Slates and their territo- 
ries, the last shiickle of the slave shall fall," 

Axrain. "What is it that lends the most efficient sanction to sla- 
very in the United States I What is it that does most to keep the 
public conscience at ease on the subject ? What is it that renders 
abortive all efforts to remove the evil? f am not ignorant that tho 
laws sustain the system, and that supposed interest contributes to it, 
and that the love of idleness, arid the love of power, and the love of 
base passions which the system engenders, and that a show of argu- 
ments, o[)aqtje and inconclusive on one side of a certain line, but 
bright as noon day on the other, does much to support the system. 
i5ut after all, the most efficient of all supports — the thing which 
most directly interferes with all attempts at reformation ; that which 
gives the greatest quietus to the conscience, if it does not furnish the 
most satisfactory argument to the understanding, is the fact that the 
system is countenanced by good men ; that bishops, and priests, and 
deacons, that mitiisters and elders, that Sunday School teachers and 
exhorters, that pi(.us matrons and heiresses, are the holders of slaves, 
and that the ecclesiastical bodies of the land address no lanoruase of 
rebuke or entreaty to their consciences.' 

I appeal to my readers, Shall the Board, under the delusion that • 
they arc promoting thereby the cause of Christ, be allowed to place 
as a guard before the sin of slaveholding, (that *sum of all villanies/ 
as John Wesley called it) — the army of their churches ? 



*See also Bamoa' new work 'On Slavery,* pp. 382—384. 
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BENEVOLENT SOCIETIES ACCOUNTABLE. 

It is incumbent on the churches to be jealous of their liberties. — 
There is no ultimate triumph of Christianity without freedom in the 
church. Our fathers /-realized this truth, and contended nobly for 
their religious rights, though they periled all in the struggle. The 
fundamental principle of religious liberty forbids a control of the 
church, by any power out of itself, 'nor is there a material difference 
whether the power that seeks control or that actually controls, be a 
creature of the state or of self creation. Its origin is of little conse- 
quence — the fact, that it undertakes to dictate to the church, itself 
not being the church, is the aspect of danger ; just as the particular 
country trom which an invading army comes, is of small importance, 
compared with its numbers, its discipline, its equipments, its resour- 
ces, and the fact that it seeks to impose laws, or a government apou 
us, to which we have never assented. 

The churches of the United States are sufficiently on their guard 
against the encroachments of thd civil power, but I question wheth- 
er they are awake to danger which threatens from another quarter, 
even from bodies which prof ess to be religious in their character, and 
to be nothing more than the servants of the churches. I refer to the 
Benevolent Societies of our land. I do not intend to charge them 
with seeking to enslave ihe church, but I do fear that practically the 
liberties of the churches will perish, or will be unconsciously aban- 
doned, in consequence of the growing power and increasing author- 
ity of the Societies. 

I shall no doubt be told that there can be no ground for fear, since 
those socifttiea are manaijed by the pastors «nd memh(»ra of th* 
churches. There would be more truth in that assertion were the 
definite article dropped before 'pastors,' and were the word 'mana- 
ged,' emphasized. Certain men, a certain class of pastors and 
church members control these societies, and I fear lest a love of pow- 
er and a determination not to be thv^arted in their favorite plans and 
measures, may induce in the societies an overawing influence, and in 
the churches a craven spirit of universal com})liance. The fact is, 
that though the societies ■d.XQ -professedly and nominally the servants 
of the churches, in reality , they arc masters. They feel in a great 
measure irresponsible, and they act accordingly. Those who pre- 
sume to differ, are whipped (by denunciation) info compliance, or 
else discarded and thrown down from a good standing in their denom- 
ination. Thus the scene witnessed by Solomon, is re-enacted. 
(Eccl. 10 : 7) 'J have seen servants (benevolent societies) upou 
horses, and princes (the churches) walking as servants upon the 
earth' — a sight so unbecoming, that the wise man said of it elsewhere, 
(Prov. 19; 10, 30 : 21, 22) ^'Delight is not seemly for a fool ; much 
less for a servant to have rule over priuces.' 'For three things the 
earth is disquieted, and for four which it cannot bear ; for a servant 
when he reigneth/ &c. 

Allusion may be made to a few facts in this place. It was discov- 
ered that the American Tract Society had been mutilating the 
books v^hich it republished, changing and suppressing doctrinal sen- 
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timenf.s of standard authors, as also historical facts. The Synod of 
Xrw York and Now Jersey had their attention called to the matter, 
when the Rev. Dr. McAuley, at that time one of the Executive 
Committee of the Society rose and told the Synod that they had no 
bu-siiiess to be prying into the concerns of the Tract Society — the 
i5ociety wa^j not responsible to them, &c. When the Synod persist- 
ed, backed up hy other ecclesiastical bodies, it is well known that 
prominent olUcers of the Society, verbally and by letter, assailed the 
inotiv(?s of those who wished an investigation, and defied their ei- 
ihrtri, declaring, to use iIki hingiiage of one letter, that they would 
carry their point 'despite the opposition of doctors of divinily, theo- 
logical proiessors, and sniveling ministers.' And they Iiave carried 
iheir point, and are yet pursuing the same course of alteralion and. 
tnutilation, having achieved a victory over their 'masters' (!) and 
gained tlieir desired posiiion of practical irresponsibility. This for 
liie professed 'servants ol'lhe churches' is emphatically, 'high lifo 
belo'.v stairs,' 

A similar course is, in eff-jct, pursued by the American Board, not 
by o!]iciai act, but througlj its ciiief sui)porters. The Board was or- 
ganized to be a cliantiel of communicauon with the heathen world 
for such as chose fo use it. They professed a willingness to bestcw- 
ards and ;dmoners of our bounty. The chnrclies of the Preshyteri- 
an and Congregational order fell into the arrangement. Of lato 
^nany iiave discovered that the Board iiave acted on wrong princi- 
])!es with, regard to slavcholding, have ftllon back on their churcit 
rights, have nimojistrated witii the Board, and have withdrawn 
their fund-', W'iiat has been the consequence ( Those churches 
and ministiM's who hav<» so ac:e(l, have been denounced, and havo 

I<»<f ou,>tM, jii. t <»« tl»<>u«!i ihw ^jUdtioij whtit society tlu^j avomUI hbo 

for missionary purposes had any thing more to do with church 
stantfing, than the (piestion what domestics iJiey woidd employ in 
their families. What vvoidd be thought if a ininisier should lost; 
caste an)ong his !)relhren because he ciinse to employ colosed ser- 
vants, whilr, they preferred the Irish / Missionary Societies are \\m 
>v;m.'/7/s of liic churches, and we may employ one or another as w<} 
see lit, and no man, no body of men has a right to call us to account 
for prel'crring one and rf^jecting the other; and the fact that such an 
ado is made because some oppose the Ooard, proves tliat instead of 
regarding itselfas a servant, it is putting on the air of a master. — 
Churcises of Christ, maintain your liberty unimpaired. Mold yonr 
servants to ;ui account. Dismiss then) without hesitation when you 
see cause, and allow no power behind the thione, no kuihority in 
theory or in I'.ict out of the church. I feel that the Aiwericun Board 
ought particularly to be watched, becau^-^e it is in no manner respon- 
sible to tlie chiu-ches, being a close, self-perpetuating corporation, 
in whose concerns none have a vote hut a privileged class who havt; 
been elected 'corporate members.' Who are these corporate mem- 
bers ? [ will not speak disrespectfully of then), but I assert, that 
ihey are selected from the class who are the last to be afiected by a 
new moral reformation — the last to feel the .iifiuence of the church- 
es. An analysis of the Board will prove this. The Board consiata 
of 183 members. Of these twenty- nine hyq Presidsnts and Profe»- 
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-sors of Colleges and Theological Seminaries, eighty-four are Doc- 
tors of Divinity, and nineteen are 'Honorablei?.' A loo small portion 
of the ministers are pastors, and it would seem that the readiest way 
of becoming a Corporate Member is to become, if possible, a Pro- 
fessor, t*resident, Doctor of Divinity, or an Honorable. These are 
doubtless good men, and yet are ol'that peculiar class whose posi- 
tion and circumstances make them especially averse to reforins, and 
peculiarly ^conservative.^ There is only one way for the churches to 
reach the Board, and that is by the appnrenily ungracious mode of 
withdrawing pecuniary support. If abolitionists resort to that, it is 
because it is the only course the organization of the Board allows. 

HOW SKAJ.L THK EOAKD J?E TREATED ? 

\ have not space to discuss this point at length, but would briefsy 
rennrk, 

1. In the matter of contributions, I would give them a 'terrible 
letting alone,' at least for the present. 

2. fn the matter of words, I Vv'ould remonstrate steadily, by 
speech, by pen, by press, till their unchristian position is abandoned. 

3. In prayer! would supplicate God to enlighten the Board, that 
thus their influence may not be added to tlie weiiiht thatalreiidy crushes 
theslave. In ihe mean while, I would patronize the U/iion Missiotsary 
Society, the West hidiiui Connniltee, the Western Evangelical 
Missionnry Society, and other bodies which propagate a 'pure an<l 
undeftled religion.' The vvitlidrawal of one or two hundred churcl)- 
es would do more to open the eyes of the Board than any other 
measure, just as one day's endurance of slavery would enlighten 
the minds of pro-slavery men, more than scores of argunjents. 

In conclusion, let me add, that if any one wnderlakes a reply to 
these articles, (and the columns of anti-slavery newspapers, unlike 
those of the other side, are always open to opponents,) let him ar- 
gue for the Board as represented in their own Ihport unammousiy 
sdopted, for I have carefully adhered to that document when speak- 
ing of the Board, 



